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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Yesrerpay Lord Justice James announced the 
following arrangements for the business of the Court of 
Appeal during the remainder of the present sittings :— 
The court will sit in Lincoln’s-inn till the end of the 
sittings. The appeals from the Chancery Division will 
be taken as the ordinary business of the court. The 
bankruptcy appeals being somewhat in arrear, Thursday, 
Friday, and Saturday in next week will be devoted to 
them. Arrangements will be made for disposing of the 
appeals from the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. 
If there are any appeals from the common law divisions 
which the parties desire to have heard before the long 
vacation they must make application to the court for 
the purpose. The common. law appeal motions will be 
taken with the other appeal motions on Wednesdays. 





THE RECENT NEWs FROM THE East contains some serious 
complaints as to violations of international law. First, 
there are mutual charges as to firing on hospitals and 
other buildings. The Russian batteries near Giurgevo 
and the Turkish batteries at Rustchuk are on opposite 
tides of the Danube. A telegram from the Times 
correspondent at Giurgevo, dated June 23, complains 
that on that day the Turkish batteries had bombarded 
the town of Giurgevo, and hit fifteen times (more often 
than any other building except one) the new hospital 
there, which had the Red Cross flying conspicuously 
over it. Other telegrams from the 7'imes correspondent 
at Rustchuk, state that on the following day, the 24th, 
the Russian batteries near Giurgevo (besides firing on 
the shipping and batteries on the Turkish side of the 
tiver) for a time “concentrated their fire upon Rustehuk, 
Where considerable damage was done. ‘The English 
consulate was destroyed, while the French and German 
Consulates, the Konak, and several hospitals were much 
damaged,” and it is added that “the consuls are draw- 

Up a protest against the conduct of the Russians as 
against all principles of international law.” 

With regard to hospitals and other public buildings, 
the protocol of Brussels Conference, which the Russians 
have pledged themselves to follow, lays down (article 
11) that in a bombardment “ all necessary steps should 
be taken to spare, as far as possible, buildings devoted 
to teligion, arts, sciences, and charity, hospitals and 
places where sick and wounded are collected, on condi- 
tion that they are not used at the same time for military 
wae It is the duty of the besieged te indicate 
[t does not yet appear 
ospitals and other buildings entitled to 
this article had been indicated by visible 


were, the fact (if it be a fact) that the Turks had 


not justify the Russians in following their example. Of 
course neither this nor any other rule for mitigating the 
horrors of war cau be treated as binding on one belli- 
gerent if the other side persists in disregarding it; but 
surely a rule established in the interests of humanity 
ought not to be considered as abrogated until, by the 
failure of all remonstrances and demands for explanation, 
this is made quite clear. - 

The firing on the consulates seems to be generally re- 
garded as a serious violation of international law, 
especially as the English consul’s flag is said te have 
been flying, but we have not yet been able to find any 
foundation for this view. Nothing was said about any 
such right at the Brussels Conference, nor in the 
American Articles of War of 1863, nor was any such 
right, so far as we can remember, claimed during the 
siege of Paris, though several ambassadors and chargés 
@’ affaires remained for some time in the besieged city. 

Besides this, the Ottoman Government have formally 
complained of the Russians having blown up three 
Turkish merchant vessels, so that a great part of the 
crews perished, If this be true, it is a very serious 
violation of international law. From Odessa we learn 
that after the Russians had captured two Turkish ships, 
as they could not be towed in to Odessa, the crews were 
taken on board, and the vessels sunk. This may, 
perhaps, turn out to be a more correct version of the 
same transaction, or it may relate to different ships, 
but, however this may be, it is desirable to point out that 
to capture even an enemy’s ship and destroy it before it 
has been condemned by a court of admiralty is not 
allowed by international law, unless in cases of very 
urgent necessity (see Zhe <Acteon,2 Dods. 48; The 
Felicity, 2 Dods. 381). 





In EARLY TIMESit seems to have been held that the juris- 
diction to punish for obscene libels was in the ecclesias- 
tical courts, and it was not until the reign of George II. 
that it was settled in R. v. Curl (2 Str. 789) that the 
temporal courts had jurisdiction in such matters. The 
whole ancient learning of the question may be found in 
that case. It seems that in R. v. Read [temp. Anne] 
(Fort. 98) there had been an information for a libel in 
writing an obscene book, amounting to a “ general 
solicitation of chastity,” and after conviction it was 
moved in arrest of judgment that this was not punish- 
able in the temporal courts; and the opinion of Chief 
Justice Holt was so strong with the objection “ that the 
prosecutor never thought fit to stir it again.” Fortescue, 
J., was inclined to give way to the authority of this 
case, but, he being afterwards replaced by Page, J., 
the court, after taking time to consider, “ gave it as 
their unanimous opinion that this was a temporal 
offence.” The case having oceurred before Fox’s Act, 
it is probable that the verdict of guilty was found upon 
the issue of publication only. As for the punishment, 
the reporter, by whom the case ‘‘was to have been 
spoke'to,” states, with some little unprofessional anémus, 
that “the defendant was afterwards set in the pillory 
as he well deserved.” In R. v. Wilkes (4 Burr. 
2527) the defendant was convicted of publishing 
an obscene libel, but the objection to the jurisdic- 
tion of the court was not taken, probably because 
the libel was also blasphemous, and as such un- 
doubtedly indictable. The question whether an obscene 
publication is indictable per se does not seem to have 


’ atisen in any other cases, but more than one case re- 


cognizes the correctness of R. v. Curl indirectly. Thus 
in R. v. Mary Carlile (3 B. & Ald. 167), and more se- 
cently in Steele v. Brannan (20 W. R. 607), it was de- 
cided that the privilege given by law to reports ef 
judicial proceedings does not extend to publications 
which contains matters of an obscene and demoralizing 
character. The offence was a common law misde- 
meanout, and punishable as such only, until it was 





enacted by 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, s. 29, that “* whenever 
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any person shall be convicted of any public selling or 
exposing for public sale . . . of any obscene 
book . . . it shall be lawful for the court to sentence 
the offender to be imprisoned for any term now war- 
ranted by law, and also to be kept to hard labour during 
the whole or any part of such term of imprisonment.” 
Lord Campbell’s Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 83) (under which, 
be it observed, the prosecution in the recent case did not 
proceed) did not create any new offence, but merely 
substituted the summary process of the seizure of the 
book by justices for the more cumbrous one of the in- 
dictment of the offender. This Act provides that 
justices of the peace may order the seizure and destruc- 
tion of “any obscene books” kept “for the purpose 
of sale or distribution, exhibition for purposes of gain, 
lending upon hire, or being otherwise published for pur- 
poses of gain.” But in order to authorize such a 
seizure, the justices must be satisfied that the books, &c., 
“ are of such a character and description that the publi- 
cation of them could be a misdemeanour, and proper to 
be prosecuted as such.” We can find no case of an 
indictment where the bona fides of the defendants has 
been in question, but in the case of Reg. v. Hicklin 
(L. R. 3 Q. B. 373), decided on Lord Campbell’s Act, 
the defendant sold at cost price, and from an 


honest motive, a pamphlet called the ‘Confessional | 


Unmasked,” showing “the depravity of the Romish 
priesthood and the questions put to females in con- 
fession.” Part of this work was controversial, part, 
consisting of extracts (translated) from Liguori and 
other writers, contained, said Cockburn, C.J., “a series 
of paragraphs, one following upon another, each involving 
some impure practices, some of them of the most filthy 
and disgusting and unnatural description it is possible to 
imagine.” The Court of Queen’s Bench (Cockburn, C.J., and 
Blackburn, Mellor, and Lush, JJ.) held that the pamphlet 
came within the Act, and laid down the rules (1) that 
an obscene publication was such a publication as “ tended 
to corrupt the mind and morals of those intu whose 
hands it might come”; and (2) that it does not lie in 
the mouth of one who sold such a publication to say that 
he did it for some wholesome or salutary purpose. 
Mellor, J., however, concurred with hesitation on the 
first point, remarking that “the nature of the subject 
itself, if it might be discussed at all—and he thought it 
undoubtedly might—was such that it could not be dis- 
eussed without producing authorities for the assertion 
that the confessional would be a mischievous thing to be 
introduced into this kingdom ; so that it appeared to be 
very much a question of degree.” 





Ir 16 A LITTLE suRPRISING that, while questions are 
asked in Parliament with reference to the Surrey 
Assizes, no one should think of raising ufresh a question 
ef much wider concern with reference to the sittings in 
London. Under the old system the courts sat at Guild- 
hall up to about the 8th of July; under the new 
system the summer circuits commence on the 27th of 
June. Several days’ sittings of the courts are lost to the 
public by the new arrangements, and learned judges, with 
the prospect of nearly three months’ holiday, do not 
hesitate to deprive suitors in the City of the inestimable 


Ord. 61, r. 2, provides that ‘the long vacation shall 
commence op the 10th of August,” and the learned 
judges informed Mr. Cross last year, and Mr. Cross 
House of Commons, that the judges of the 
common law divisions had come to the conclusion that, 
having regard to this provision, “it would not be 
proper” that they should sit after the 10th of August. 
As if an Order in Council could not be made under 

of the Judicature Act, 1873, on the recom- 
mendation of the judges, extending the period for sitting 


| 





Arroros oF THE REMARKS in our last week's issue 
respecting illegible writing in pleadings, it may be 
desirable to suggest that writs also should be legibly 
written. In many cases which have come under our 
notice, the writing in writs has been decipherable 
only with great difficulty, and if the copies presented 
for sealing and filing have been in like condition we can, 
only say that we pity the officials charged with tae duty 
of examining them. It would really seem that, where g 
printed or lithographed form is to be used, the fact that 
it is only a form is regarded as sufficiently justifying the 
filling it up in a dashing, offhand, careless style, It 
should not be forgotten, however, that cases may arise in 
which a judge may desire to inspect and read a writ~ 
the copy filed, for instance—as well as a pleading, and 
we would express the hope that, whenever that shall 
happen, the copy handed to the judge may be easily 
readable. The truth is that illegible writing in public 
and official documents, and, we may add, in signatures 
thereto, is not simply an inconvenience—it inflicts g 
most undue and injurious strain upon the eye of the 
reader, and greatly interferes with and obstructs the 
prompt despatch of business. 








INTENT AND MOTIVE AS BEARING ON 
OBSCENE PUBLICATIONS. 


Tue questions relating to “ malice,” “ intention,” 
“ motive,” and similar matters as ingredients of crime, 
which arise from time to time in the course of judicial 
proceedings, are of great interest, as being on 
the borderland between law and mental and moml 
philosophy. Our law does not, for the most part, treat 
these questions in a very comprehensive or philo- 
sophical manner. It is contented to deal with them in 
a hand-to-mouth kind of way, confining its attention 
very much to their treatment in relation to the particular 
matter, and not endeavouring to group such questions 
together, and treat them from a broader and more 
scientific point of view. It is difficult to say how farit 
would be desirable or profitable that judges, in their 
official declarations of the law, should commit themselves 
to speculations trenching too closely upon metaphysics 
or psychology; but it seems to us both desirable and 
profitable that these questions should be discussed by 
legal writers in a more comprehensive and theoretical 
manner than can be adopted in actual practice. The 
theory which, more or less distinctly apprehended, is the 
basis of our views about a subject will always affect the 
practical treatment of it in the concrete, even thongh 
not explicitly referred to. The recent case of The Quem 
v. Bradlaugh illustrated a good many of the confusions 
of idea prevalent upon the subject of what constitute 
criminal intent. It is observable, in reading the argu 
ments employed by the defendants, how easily ides 
essentially distinct, though similar, become merged it 
one another in the course of dealing with topics of the 
nature of those upon which the defence rested, and™ 
confusion and fallacies are produced. A great part of 
the argument for the defence may be fairly summed 
as based on the proposition that, in order to constitute 
a crime, a wicked intent must exist. We have used thes 
words advisedly because they seem to us very fairly ® 
illustrate the amount of confusion of idea that may exist 
in what to an ordinary person would seem a tolersbly “que 
plain expression, and they likewise fairly illustrate the 
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& pt 
particular fallacies of some part of the line of defen Hoyt) 
pursued. nic 
“ Wicked intent” may mean intent to do an act the 9 mc 
the doer thinks wicked, or that others think wicked. | Mf +) 
is by reason of the natural tendency to slip about fm Mf) 
one of these meanings to the other, and also sometimes Abric 
by skilful designed interchange of them, that the dil y 
culty in dealing with such a matter as that which HP if), 
involved in The Queen v. Bradlaugh arises. The 
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by the defendants was that, to constitute 
the offence charged against them, it was necessarv that 
they should have intended to do an act apprciended by 
them as wicked. It seems to us that the existence of a 
criminal law is certainly based on the other meaning 
which we have given to the words “ wicked intent,” and 
qith regard to more ordinary and definite offences this 
would hardly be disputed. The law does not deal with the 
individual conscience. Society must in the nature of 
things proceed on the footing that what is right and 
wrong does not depend on individual opinion, and that 
gman must be concluded, for the purposes of determin- 
ing what actions society shall restrain him from doing, 
by the general opinion of the community of which he 
forms a part. 

It is no doubt true that false opinions have prevailed, 
end may now prevail, as to what is right and wrong in 
gociety, and the man who is a criminai in one age may 
become a martyr in another. Thisis, however, altogether 
immaterial to the legal question. In some cases society 
through the law has detined the particular acts that may 
not be done, as in the case of murder, forgery, &c., and 
then the only question for the jury is whether such acts 
have been committed; in other cases the law can only 
forbid classes of acts included under general descriptions, 
and then it is for the common feeling of mankind, as 
represented by the verdict of the jury, to say whether 
the particular act falls within the description. No 
criminal law, and, in fact, no organized society, would be 

ible if it were to be allowed that right and wrong 
should be matters of individual opinion. These remarks, 
as applied to the more ordinary cases, such as homicide, 
larceny, and so forth, appear to be truisms when the 
question comes to be stated distinctly, but men are very 
apt to drift back in the discussion of the concrete to 
fallacies which in the abstract they have repudiated, and 
it is clear to us, from our observation of the comments 
made upon the case of Mr. Bradlaugh, that in such a 
case as that of the question whether there has been a 
publication of an obscene book the public are very far 
so clearly remembering the distinction we have 

ve referred to. 

A more difficult question than that to which we 
have just adverted is the question of motive in re- 
dation to the more undefined class of offences. It is 
no doubt true that, granted an action in its nature 
¢riminal, motive is, in the eye of the law, altogether irrele- 
vant, but there may be cases in which it is not easy to 
disentangle the question of motive from the question of 
crime or no crime. It is very easy to say that a person 
is not justified in committing a crime because some 
ultimate good object is aimed at, and there are 
some cases which are easily disposed of by this obvious 
Proposition. The case of Reg. v. Hicklin (L. R. 3 Q. B. 
360) was one of these cases. It being sufficiently 
ascertained that the book called the “ Confessional Un- 
asked” was a grossly indecent book, it did not, under 
the particular circumstances of the case, take very much 
consideration to show that the fact that by its publica- 
tion it was intended to call public attention to, and so 
Prevent, certain alleged immoralities of the Romish system 
Was no justification. The same proposition may, per- 
haps, be applied as true in the abstract to all cases, but 
in many it may be urged that it affords a very uncertain 
test, because in dealing with topics that are so much a 


question of occasion and degree as the question whether 


& publication is or is not immoral, the question of motive 


‘often must become an element in determining the 


priginal question of crime or no crime. The word 


“] motive,” however, though commonly used in relation 


) this topic, is, perhaps, incorrect as involving a similar 
acy to that implied in the term “ wicked intent.” 


f rictly speaking the motive is probably wholly imma- 


Merial, but what persons often really mean by this term 
the ultimate and indirect effect of an action as 


Haposed to its direct result. This, we think, must be 


It appears to us, we must say, that as an abstract 
proposition the canon that whoever publishes that which 
has a tendency to degrade or corrupt the minds of society 
is guilty of the publication of an obscene work in the 
criminal sense, is too broad if intended to exclude the 
ultimate and indirect effect of the publication, though in 
practice, and accompanied by the collateral observations 
which judges are in the habit of making, it may 
not mislead juries. We cannot help thinking if any one 
considers the matter carefully, with a due regard to the 
strictly accurate use of language, that the question of 
the ultimate effect of publication must often come in, 
and the real question must in many cases be, not merely 
whether the publication has a tendency to corrupt, but 
whether it was justified by the occasion. We cannot 
suggest a closer test than the question whether the 
publication was, on the whole, really in the interests 
of public morality or against them. The idea of 
decency is based on this principle :—Man is a creature 
whose morality and happiness depend on an equilibrum 
of faculties and energies under the control of reason. 
There are certain animal energies and tendencies which 
are disposed, if unrestrained, to exercise an overmastering 
influence and lower the character of the whole being. 
The sight of certain representations and the suggestion 
of certain ideas are calculated to excite these animal 
energies and produce the mischief to be avoided, and 
therefore society has by experience been led to veil and 
put out of sight certain facts and topics. It is difficult to 
say on principle that any reference to such facts and topics 
has not some tendency to corrupt, just as every morsel of 
extraneous matter put into a stream has a tendency to 
pollute. But the facts that society has agreed to 
treat with reserve are after all facts of nature, and for 
some purposes and to some extent must be recognized. 
The publication by Lord Redesdale in the House of 
Lords of certain details with regard to the ‘‘ Priest in 
Absolution” would have, we should suppose, some 
tendency to corrupt some people. We should not 
wonder, if the work were procurable at any bookseller’s, 
that the sale would have gone up considerably after 
the debate. But no sensible person would suggest 
that Lord Redesdale was guilty of obscenity in bringing 
this topic forward, for the simple reason that most 
people will be of opinion that the mischief that other- 
wise might have resulted would have been greater, and 
that the speaker did not, in dealing with the subject, 
publish anything that was unnecessary having regard to 
the object which he had in view. Unless, therefore, 
you include in the idea of corrupting the public morals 
the idea of a certain overplus of corrupting tendency as 
compared with the necessity of the occasion or other 
qualifying notions, the legal definition of obscenity 
above referred to is incorrect as a practical test, and if 
you do so qualify its meaning, it is incorreet as an ex- 
pression of abstract doctrine. 

It seems to us that a good deal in the arguments 
and judgment in Reg. v. Hicklin illustrates what 
we have said, both as to the fallacies current 
with regard to the necessity of a wicked intent and 
as to the question of motive or more strictly ultimate 
effect, as an ingredient. The decision of The Queen v. 
Iicklin was perfectly right in so far as it rejected the 
question guo animo the publication was made, but if it 
is to be considered as a decision that there never can 
be a justification for the publication of that which 
directly tends to corrupt, we regard it as wrong. It 
seems to us you must look to a balance of interest in 
dealing with the question. If a publication, though to 
some extent indecent, in the sense that it deals with 
topics as to which the general rule is that there should 
be silence or extreme reserve, nevertheless tends to pre- 
vent a greater immorality or evil, it seems to us not 
obscene. In The Queen v. Hicklin it was obvious that 
ona balance of direct disadvantage to morality and 
ultimate advantage, the conviction was right. 
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Rebhiews. 


EQUITY. 


By T. A. Roserts, Esq., 
London: Butter- 


Tue Principtes or Equity. 
Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. 
worths, 


This book has some superficial eccentricities which 
prejudice the reader unfavourably. For the sake, we 
presume, of saving space, the references to text-books 
are often by unfamiliar initials, which call for an in- 
dependent reference to the list of authorities, and cases 
are generally cited, not by their names, but only by the 
page of the report. The construction of the sentences 
is inelegant even beyond the proverbial inelegance of 
lawyers. This disregard of mere form would suggest 
that the book was intended more for practitioners’ use 
than for a student’s text-book. We cannot say that 
it is well adapted for either purpose; although most 
practitioners would find in it much that they imperfectly 
know, and students would find much rudimentary 
learning. By studious compression the author has con- 
trived to introduceinto by no means a large book a surpris- 
ing amount of matter ; but from the necessity of things he 
has touched but slightly on many of the subject he 
refers to. Ajj that he can find space for, for instance, on 
the subject of the mode of ascertaining domicil (so far as 
we have discovered) is this:— It is frequently very diffi- 
cult to ascertain what is the deceased’s domicil, whether 
that of origin or an acquired one, and the cases on the 
subject are very numerous.” Then follows a string of 
references. We are told something about delay and a 
good deal about specific performance ; but, so far as we 
have observed, the epecial materiality of delay on the plain- 
tiff’s part in cases of specific performance is not referred 
to. Is there any good authority for the suggestion 
(p. 369) that an injunction would be granted against 
obstruction of the access of air to a windmill because the 
mill would thereby be rendered useless ? 








The Inns of Court Volunteers’ ball was held at 
Lineoln’s-inn on Wednesday. The fair and learned 
visitors numbered about 1,500, and general satisfaction 
was expressed at the completeness of the arrangements 
and decorations. 


Last week a communication relating to a change 
in the members of a legal partnership was inserted 
in the advertisement columns of this journal. We 
need hardly say that this was due to a pure over- 
sight in the publishing department, and was not intended 
or desired either by the legal firm referred to or by 
the publisher of the Jounnat, who has invariably refused 
to receive any advertisement of this kind. 


On Wednesday, at the Central Criminal Court, Leonard 
Laidman, who pleaded “guilty ” last sessions to an indict- 
ment charging him with «mbezzlements amounting in the 
aggregate to £12,000 or £13,000, came up for judgment. 
Mr. Groin appe»r'd on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Chaucery-lane, in whose employ the prisoner was 
as a confi ential clerk, to prosecute; Mr. Besley and Mr. 
Horace Avory defended. Mr. Besle urged that the prisoner’s 
defalcations were due to that “ yen speculation,” and 
not to any dishonest motive with a view to gratifying his 
own ites. The Recorder said the prisoner had pleaded 

ilty to @ systematic course of robbery, and, considering 

is position in the institution and the magnitude of the 
fratud~, his offence wis most serious one. Mr. Besley 
had said th-t the defalcations were due to that “demon 
speculation,” but probably that “demon speculation” was 
in nineteen eases out uf twenty the moving cause. He could 
not tré.t thieas an ordinary fraud, and he should not be 
discharging his duty to the public unless he sentenced the 
prisoner to five years’ penal servitude, 





Cases of the Utieek. 


Power or Court oF APPEAL—ALTERATION OF DeEcREt 
tN Favour oF RESPONDENT WHO HAS NOT APPEALED—Ozp, 
58, RR. 5, 6.—A case of Kevan v. Crawford, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 22nd inst., affords an illustration of 
the extent of the powers of that court under the present 
practice. The suit was instituted in the Lancaster 
Chancery Court by the trustee of a bankrupt to set 
aside an ante-nuptial settlement made by the bankrupt for 
the benefit of his wife and the issue of the marriage, on 
the ground that the settlement arose out of a fraudulent 
scheme, to which the wife was a party, to defeat the- 
husband’s creditors, he being at the time hopelessly 
insolvent. The husband and wife and the trustees of the 
settlement were defendants to the suit. As to some of the- 
property comprised in the settlement, the question was 


-raised whether it did not form part of the joint estate of 


the husband and a person with who. he had carried om 
business in partnership, instead of being his separate 
estate, and the trustee in bankruptcy of the partner- 
was also a defendant to the suit. ‘the Vice-Chancellor 
held that the validity of the settlement could not be 
impeached so far as it conferred interests on the wife and 
the issue of the marriage, but bis honour directed inquiries. 
to ascertain whether the property was partnership estate, 
The plaintiff appealed from the decree, and the husband and. 
wife gave a notice of their intention to raise upon the hear- 
ing of the appeal the question whether the inquiries as to the 
nature of the property ought to have been directed, but the 
notice, not being given in proper time, became abortive. 
The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Bram 
well, L.JJ.) were of opinion that, as the plaintiff's case had 
failed, no relief ought to have been granted as between the 
co-defendants, And they held that r. 5 gave the court: 
full power, independently of any notice by the respondents, 
to make the decree which ought to have been made in 
first instance. They accordingly varied the decree by 
omitting the inquiries. 


AppEAL—APPLICATION TO STRIKE OUT—Costs IN Covnr 
BELOW NOT PAID BY APPELLANT.—In a case of Plimptop 
v. Spiller, an application was, on the 25th inst., made to the 
Court of Appeal to strike out an appeal, which was in that 
day’s list for hearing, under the following circumstances: 
The action was to restrain the alleged infringement by the: 
defendants of the plaintiff’s patent. On the 19th of April, 
1877, Jessel, M.R., gave judgment for the plaintiff, with 
costs. On the 23rd of April the defendants gave notice of 
appeal, and an order was subsequently made by Jessel, 
M.R., staying the proceedings under the judgment pending 
the appeal, with the exception of the taxation and payment 
of costs, which were to be paid to the plaintiff's solicitor om 
his giving his personal undertaking to refund them in the 
event of the appeal being successful. The taxing mastet 
made his certificate on the 13th of June, and subj 
were issued against the defendants. They did not pay the 
costs, and writs of sequestration were issued against 
but the plaintiff could not recover anything, and there was 
evidence that the defendants had expressed their intention 
of not paying the costs. It was urged that the defendants: 
were in contempt, and were not entitled to be heard u 
their appeal, and that it ought to be struck out of the list.. 
The court (James, Baggallay, and Brett, L.JJ.), however, 
held that there was not sufficient ground for depriving thé , 
defendants of the right of having their appeal heard. They 


had only not paid a sum of money which they said i | F 
c 


onght not to have been ordered to pay. The plaintiff 


still avail himself of all the remedies which the law gave — 
him for enforcing payment of the costs. Non-payment of, © 


the costs in the court below would have been a good reason 


for asking that the defendants should give security for thep — 


costs of the appeal, but it was too late to make an appli 


tion of thatkind after thecoste of the appeal had beenine ie 


and it wae in the paper for hearing. And the Court ¢ 
Appeal had always refused to require security to be sive 
| for the costs in the court below as a condition. of the h 


ing of an appeal, The application was according 
the decisi 


In the same case, on the 26th inst., the Court of Ap 
| (James, Bagralley, and Brett, L.JJ.) affirmed the dec 
of Jessel, M.R., thus io effect affirming his decision 
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Plimpton v. Melcolmson (L. R. 3 Ch. D. 531), that the fact 
that an American book containing a description of a 

tented invention had been before the date of the patent 
Toposited in the Patent Office in London, it not being 
shown that the book was in fact accessible to the public, 
did not amount to a prior publication, so as to make the 
patent void on the ground of want of novelty. 


AppzaL Yor Costs—Cosrs rin Discretion or CourT— 
TrusTEE—MonezY PAID INTO CouRT UNDER THE TRUSTER 
Revier Act—Jvupicature Act, 1873, s. 49 —Orp. 55—Exer- 
cise oF GENERAL PoWER OF APPOINTMENT BY WILL—RIGHT 
oy EXECUTOR TO DISTRIBUTE FuND.—An appeal from the 
decision of Malins, V.C., in Inre Hoskin’s Trusts (L. RB. 
$Ch. D. 229) was in the list for hearing before the Court 
of Appeal on the 25th inst. On the appeal being opened 
the preliminary objection was taken by the respondents 
that the appeal was brought for costs only without any 
leave of the judge. The order of the Vice-Chancellor was 
made upon @ petition for payment out of court of a fund 
which had been paid in by trustees under the Trustee Re- 
lief Act. The fund was subject to a general power of 
appointment by will given to. a married woman, and she, 
by her will, which was made in ine lifetime of her husband, 
and was expressed to be made in exercise of the power, be, 

eathed some legacies, and directed that the residue of the 

nd should be divided among five persons. And she ap- 
inted two executors, one of whom proved the will. The 
husband had a life interest in the fund, and afterhisceath the 
trustees of the settlement offered to pay it to the bene- 
ficiaries, but some difficulty arose as to the proof of their 
title, and the trustees, with the consent of the executor, 
paid the fund into court. The beneficiaries petitioned for 
payment of the fund tothem. Malins, V.C., held that it 
was clearly settled by Re Phitbrick’s Settlement (34 L. J. 
Ch. 368) and Hayes v. Oatley (L. R. 14 Eq. 1) that the 
executor could bave given a valid discharge for the fund, 
and that the trustees ought to have paid it to him. 
The Vice-Chancellor held that under these cir- 
cumstances the trustees were not justified in pay- 
ing the money into court, and that they must pey the 
costs of the petition. It was urged upon his lordship that 
the decisions upon which he relied were in conflict with 
that of the House of Lords in Drake vy. The Attorney- 
General (10 Cl. & F. 257), but he was of opinion that that 
was not so. The trustees appealed from the decision. In 
answer to the preliminary objection it was urged on their 
beha!f that the costs of a trustee, like those of a mort- 
ee, are not absolutely in the discretion of the court, 

t prima fa cie he is entitled to his costs out of the trust 
fund, though his conduct may be such as to deprive him of 
that primd facie right. But the Court of Appeal would go 
into the case, and judge for itself whether he had lost his 
prima facie right. Indeed, so far asa trustee was concerned, 
the only merits in a case of this kind were the question of 
¢osts, and in this particular case the question was not 
strictly one of conduct, but a question which of two deci- 
sions was right. Moreover, as the executor consented to 
the payment into court the trustees ought not to be deprived 
of their costs. And, by virtue of ord. 55, the principles 
which guided zhe court as to the allowance of the costs of 
trustees and mortgagees. before the Judicature Acts still re- 
Mained in force. ‘Ihe court (James, Baggallay, and Brett, 
LJJ.), however, held that the decision in Taylor v. Dowlen 
(17 W. R. 779, L. BR. 4 Ch. 697) is a conclusive authority 
that trustees who have been ordered to pay costs personally 
Cannot app+al apon the question of costs alone. And on 
ground the appeal was dismissed. But James, L.J., 
took occasion «Iso to say that he entertained no doubt that 
Vice-Chancellor's decision was right on the merits. 
thought it was quite settled that in such a case the 
ee of the donee of the ra, whether the donee was 

married woman or not, was the proper person to give a 
discharge for the fund appointed, . , 


QOnvering Wrrnessrs ovr or Court—Soricirors oF 
Panties to Action,—-In the course of the hearing of a case 
of Carr v. Zaylor, betore Fry, J., on the 23rd inst., which 
Was an actiou to restrain the alleged infringement of a 

am application was made that ell the witnesses on 
sides should be ordered out of court: The defendants’ 





solicitor was one of the witnesses, and the question was 
raised whether he ought to be excluded. The objection 
to his being present was ultimately withdrawn, but Fry, J., 
took occasion to observe that, if possible, the solicitors of 
the parties, when they happened to be witnesses, ought not 
to be excluded, as their absence was a great impediment te 
the conduct of business. 


PosTPONEMENT OF TRIAL OF ACTION FOR CONVENIENCE 
oF PartTizs—SuBsEQuent Ricgut TO PRECEDENCE.—Appli- 
cation was made to Fry, J., on the 27th inst., with the 
consent of both parties to an action, for the postponement 
of the hearing till after a specified day. The order for 
postponement was made, and the plaintiff's counsel thea 
asked that the case might, after the specified day, be placed 
in the paper next after any part-heard case. Fry, J., re- 
fused to assent to this course, and said that the rule he had 
laid down was this, that cases which had already beem 
placed in the paper for hesring should take precedence 
over a case which had been postponed for the convenience 
of the parties. He thought that this arrangement was the 
most convenient on the whole, inasmuch as when cases 
had once got into the paper the parties were compelled te 
have their witnesses in attendance. 








Sucteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tcerday last, the question for discussion was as 
follows ;—‘‘ Does the policy of the Government deserve the 
confidence of the country?” Mr. Nicholls opened the de- 
bate in the affirmative, and was followed by Mr. Mills on 
the negative side of the question, which was ultimately 
decided on the side of the opener by a large majority. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was.heldon Monday, the 25th 
inst., at the Law Institution, to discuss the following point 
of law :—“ A. buys goods of B., and C. guarantees payment 
of the price. A. becomes insulvent before delivery, and 
before the vendor’s right cf sto; page in transitu is defeated. 
Can C., upon payment of the ,rice, stop the goods ix 
trensitu?” Mr. W. Shirley Shirley, B.A., was in the 
chair. Mr. Trevor C. Edwerds opened the discussion in the 
affirmative, and the question was argued in the negative by 
Mr. A. Milne and Mr. Simpson. The discussion was con- 
tinued by Messrs. Eustace Smith, Havergal, Gidney, Moyle, 
and Quick, and on the question being put to the meeting it 
was carried in the affirmative by a majority of one. An 
impremptu discussion followed, in which most of the mem- 
bers present tock part. 

Another meeting of this society was held, at Clement’s- 
inn HelJ, on Wednesday, the 27th inst., Mr. J. S. Rubinstein 
in the chair. Mr. J. T. Davies opened the subject for the 
ev: ning’s debate, viz., “ That the ccunty franchise ought 
to be assimilated to the borough.” Mr. C. Swinfen Eady 
opposed the motion, and was »uppcerted by Mes-rs. Hatt- 
Cook and Cobbett. Messrs. Gidney, Dowson, and Eiloart: 
supported the motion. After a debste the motion was 
carried by a majority of one in a meeting of twenty-seven. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Toesday evening, the 19th inst., the above society 
held its 610th ordinary meeting in the library room of the 
Law Society, Jacob Rowlands, E:q., presiding. The 
following point was discussed :—‘‘ A decision of a — 
court is given in evidence as deciding that A. ow . 
the sum of £1,000 in respect of transactions im that 
country. A. gives in evidence. that the decision was 
obtained by such evidence (torture, hearsay, 4c.) whiol, 
though admissible there, is inadmissible here. Can am 
English court refuse to adopt the decision for the purpos® 
of taking accounts between A. and B.?”’ The speakersem 
the affirmative were Mesars. Piant, Hargreave, Dennison, 
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Edwards, and Goodman; on the negative, Messrs. 
Cresswell, A. Whitehouse, Cochrane, and Shore. The 
vcting was in favour of the affirmative by a small 
majority. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the 
r esting. 


ee 


WORCESTER LEG AL DEBATING CLUB. 


This society, which was formed towards the end of last 
year, for the purpose of debating moot points of law, had 
its annual dinner on Thursday, the 21st inst., at Hadley 
Bowling Green. The members present were Messrs. 
A. J. Beauchamp, G. S. Blakeway, H. Caldicott, F. Ronald 
Jeffery, W. Lambert, H. E. Macdonald, 8. G. N. Spofforth, 
G, E. M. Taylor, J. Thompson, and J. H. Yonge. There 
were also several friends of the members present, Mr. 
H. Corbett, Mr. E. A. Davis, Mr. G. T. Miller, and Mr. 
T. G. Stallard were unavoidably prevented from attend- 
ing. The honorary secretary (Mr. S. G. N.Spofforth) read 
the report of the committee and the financial statement, 
which were both very satisfactory, and showed the club 
to be in a flourishing condition. Mr. Taylor moved, 
and Mr. Blakeway eeconded, a vote of thanks to the 
Worcester and Worcestershire Law Society for their 
kindness in lending the club the use of their room in 
Pierpoint-street wherein to hold the debates, The privi- 
lege of using this room, which contains @ most valuable 
collection of Jaw booke, is very highly appreciated by the 
club. After several appropriate toasts had been duly 
honoured, and the musical tastes of those present had 
been indulged by the hearty rendering of @ few festive and 
humorous songs and choruses, the members and their 
friends adjourned to the charming lawn to enjoy a few 
games at bowls, and thus a most agreeable evening was 
brorght te a close. 








Appointnents, Ete. 


Mr. Henry Corton, Q.C., has been appointed one of the 
Lords Justices of Appeal, in succession to the Right Hon. 
Sir George Mellish, deceased. Mr. Cotton is the son 
of the late Mr. William Cotton, of Walwood House, 
Leytonstone (many years a director of the Bank of England, 
and one of the chairmen of quarter sessions for the county 
of Essex), and was born in 1821. He was educated at Eton, 
and was formerly a studeut of Christchurch, Oxford, where 
he graduated second class in classics and first class in 
mathematics. He was called to the bar in Hilary 
Term, 1846, and became an equity draftsman and convey- 
ancer. In 1866 he became a Queen’s Counsel, and selected 
the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, and he has also had a 
large practice in Scotch appeals to the House of Lords and 
before the Privy Conncil. Mr. Cotton is a bencher of 
Lincoln’s-inp, and in 1872 he succeeded Lord Selborne as 
counsel to the University of Oxford. 


Mr. Wittiam Masor Cookz, stipendiary magistrate at 
Clerkenwell, has been appointed a Magistrate at Maryle- 
bone Police-court, in succession to Mr. Lonis Charles 
D’Eynoourt, Mr. Cooke was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1848, and formerly 
practised on the Western Circuit. He was for several 
years recorder of Southampton, and was appointed a 
magistrate at Worsbip-street in 1862, and was transferred 
to Clerkenwell in 1866. 


Mr. Henry Goopy, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Smythies, Goody, & Son), of Colchester, has been 
appointed Solicitor to the Colchester Building Society, in 
the place of Mr, William Alfred Neck, who has resigned. 


Mr. GrorcE Murray M‘Gustey, solicitor, of Dublin, has 
been appointed Registrar of the Court of the Recorder of 
— Mr. M‘Gastey was admitted a solicitor in Ireland 
in 1854, 


Mr. GranviLle Ropert Henry Somerset, D.C.L., Q.0., 
has been appointed Recorder of the City of Gloucester, in 
snocession to the late Mr. Charles Shapland Whitmore, 
Q.C. Mr. Somerset is the eldest son of Lord Granville 
Somerset, and was born in 1824. He was educated at 
Christ Church, Oxford, and subsequently became 





Fellow of All Souls’ College, and proceeded to the degree 
of D.C.L. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Hilary Term, 1851, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 
1868, and he is a member of the Oxford Circuit, practising 
also before parliamentary committees. Mr. Somerset is 
a bencher of the Inner Temple and a magistrate and 
deputy chairman of quarter sessions for Monmouthshire. 


Mr. James Freprerick Symonps, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed a Magistrate for the City of Hereford. tr 


Symonds has also been re-appointed Under-Sheriff of Here. ° 


fordshire for the ensuing year, He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1841, and is an alderman for Hereford (having served as 
mayor of the city in 1867), clerk of indictments for the 
county, and clerk to the lieutenancy. 








Obituarp. 


MR. JOBN BAILY, Q.C. 


Mr. John Baily, Q.C., died at his residence, Stoney 
Hills, Esher, on the 19th inst. Mr. Baily was born in 
1805, and was formerly Fellow of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated in 1828 as second wrangler 
and second Smith’s Prizeman. Hewas called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1832, and in 1851 he 
received a silk gown from Lord Traro. He praotised for 
many years before Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, the lead- 
ing business of that court being divided pretty equally 
between himself and Mr. Glasse, Q.C. Mr. Baily wasa 
most accomplished lawyer, and was very popular among 
his professional brethren. Ten years ago he was compelled 
by the weakness of his chest to retire from practice. The 
illness which caused his death was very short. Mr, 
Baily was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and was for many 
years one of the standing counsel to the University of 
Cambridge, and a member of the Council of Legal 
Education. His eldest son, Mr. Walter Baily (late 
Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge), was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1862, and is now 
one of her Majesty’s inspectors of schools. 








We have received from Messrs. McNiven & Cameron 8 
box of their pens, which we can testify, from actual use, 
are very flexible and well finished, and of so many different 
kinds as to meet the requirements of every penman. 


Mr. Forsyth gave notice in the House of Commons on 
Thursday that on the earliest day which he could command 
he should move a resolution, ‘‘That, considering the im- 
portance of the questions in the administration of the law 
that arose in the absence of a public prosecutor in criminal 
prosecutions, it was the opinion of the House that a Minis- 
ter of Justice should be appointed,”’ 


The death of Viscount Canterbury, says the London 
correspondent of the Manchester Guardian, renders vacant 
a sinecure office of considerable value—namely, ‘he re- 

istrarship of the facuJties of the province of Canterbury. 

his ecclesiastical appointment was conferred upon the de- 
ceased nobleman when he was quite an infant by his grand- 
father, Dr. Manners Sutton, the then Archbishop of Can- 
terbury. The duties of the office were executed by deputy, 
whilst the emoluments consisted, and still consist, of the 
major proportion of the fees payable on faculties for church 
restorations, monuments, and for marriages by the arsh- 
bishop’s potent special licence. The late viscount’s elder 
brother was also provided for in the same way by the worthy 
grandfather, he having held from childhood the sinecure 
post of registrar of the Prerogative Court, the value of 
which may be estimated when it és stated that, on the aboli- 
tion of that court in 1858, the sum of £7,000 a year was 
awarded as compensation to the noble registrar. I undet- 
stand that Viscount Canterbury’s successor at the Faculty 
Office will have to perform the duties personally and at & 
very greatly reduced stipend; also that the. appoin' 
will be united to that of the registrar of the province. 
surplus will be disposed of under the provisions of the 
Ecclesiastical Offices and Fees Bill now before Parliament. 
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ZLeqal Pews. 


Mr. Cotton, the newly appointed Lord Justice of Appeal, 
took his seat yesterday on the bench of the Court of Ap- 
peal at Lincoln’s-inn. 


On Monday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Cross, in reply 
to Sir W. Barttelot, who asked whether the assizes, having 
been fixed for a date earlier by a fortnight than usual, 
would not clash with the quarter sessions, said he had been 
jn communication with the Lord Chancellor and the Lord 
Chief Justice on the subject, and that he hoped aa arrange- 
ment would be made by which the inconvenience referred to 
would be obviated in future. Sir W. W. Wynn asked the 
right hon. gentleman whether the judges did not go circuit 
under a commission of general gaol delivery, and whether he 
was aware that the Lord Chief Baron had declined to try 
any prisoners committed to the sessions. Mr. Cross said he 
was not aware that the Lord Chief Baron had come to any 
such decision. He would, however, make inquiry into the 
matter. 


Mr. Justice Hawkins, in charging the grand jury at the 
Cumberland Assizes on Thursday, said the judges in 
arranging the circuits had many things to take into con- 
sideration, and in fixing the dates of the assizes their sole 
desire was to suit the convenience of those who had to 
attend the assizes. At the same time, owing to the immensa 
numberof prisoners for trial, the arrangements haito be made 
somewhat different from those which had been very often 
made on previous occasions. It had ben said that judges 
visiting assize towas might interfere with the duties of 
magistrates in quarter sessions. He could not help think- 
ing that there had been some misapprehension on this 
subject. Under the commission by which he was sittiog 
that day, he had the power, if he thought it expedient to 
do so, to try the prisoners committed for trial for offences 
cognizable by quarter sessions, and if it were deemed 
expedient in any particular case that any person who would 
otherwise be tried at quarter sessions should be tried by 
him, he should not, in order to take the work off his 
shoulders, remit him to quarter sessions. So far from 
occupying the time and attention of judges with cases 
which were properly cognizable by quarter sessions, the 
judges wete commanded by her Majesty’s commission to 


. deliver the prisons, but in each there was a proviso that 


they shonld not be ealled upon to deliver the prisoners 
committed for trial at quarter sessions unless they thought 
it expedient so to do. He therefore did not intend to 
interfere with the ordinary cases sent for trial by quarter 
sessions, though he considered it expedient to dispose of one 
or two of theee cases for reasons which he need not explain 
more at length. 


On Tuesday, in the House of Lords, the Earl of Onslow 
asked her Majesty’s Government whether it was intended 
always to limit the duration of the Surrey assizes to six days, 
and why the county of Surrey should be the only one ex- 
empted from the statutory rule which allowed suitors to 
name the county or place in which they proposed that their 
actions should be tried. The Lord Chancellor in reply 
assured the noble earl that Surrey was not excepted from 
the statutory rules referred to. Every suitor had a perfect 
right to name any county where his action might be tried, 
but, on the other hand, there was another right on the part 
of the judge. If he found an action set down for trial in a 
county which had no connection with the case, he had a 

rfect right to send it back to the county to which it really 

longed. What had been done with regard to Surrey was 
this:—Before the present arrangements were made, the 
tice was that all sittings in London or in Middlesex for 

@ trial of jury cases came to an end towards the end of 
June, when the learned judges went upon circuit. From 
the time the jadges went on circuit, about the end of June 
until the following November, there was no means of trying 
cases in London or Middlesex. The result of that was that 
where there was any case pressing for trial the plaintiff set 
it down for trial at Guildford or Croydon or any other place 
near London rather than have it thrown over till Nuvember. 
But one of the great objections to that practice was, that in 

on or Guildford one or two or three hundred cases, 
perhaps, were set down for trial that had nothing whatever 
to do with the county of Surrey, and which would have 





been tried in London if there had been the means of trying 

them in London. That practice involved great expense in 

the sending down of witnesses. As a remedy, it was sug- 
gested that, Surrey being so very near London, the Surrey 
assizes might be dispensed with altogether, and the Surrey 
cases and the Surrey prisoners be brought to London for the 
pu of trial. The county of Surrey objected very much 
to that, and in consequence of that objection it was arranged 
that two of the learned judges who had to try the cases ia 
London and Middlesex should go down to Surrey and con- 
tinue the Surrey assizes for the purpose of trying the Surrey 
cases. That worked very well jor some time. What had 
happened lately was this. There was a very considerable 
number of cases to be tried in London and Middlesex, and it 
occurred to some solicitors in London that they might get a 
trial of them by abstaining from putting them down for 
trial in the regular list and putting them down for trial in 
Surrey. The consequence was that very suddenly a con- 
siderable number of cases were put down for trial at Guild- 
ford or Croydon which had no connection whatever with the 
county of Surrey. Therefore, an order was made which put 
an end to that abuse. The judges who went down to 
Surrey would devote an adequate number of days to the 
disposing of the whole business of Surrey. 


The Pall Mall Gazette, discussing the subject of punish- 
ments, says:—Some princes have made punishments quite 
amusing—to all except the person most concerned. Thus 
Don Carlos, son of Philip II., irritated at the pain caused 
him by a pair of tight boots, had them cut up and served 
in astew, which the unfortunate boot-maker was com- 
pelled to eat to the last morsel. Before we condemn the 
Prince of Spain for cruelty, we should each try to call to 
miod our own feelings when wearing tight boots. Most 
of us have probably wished the maker of them in a much 
worse position than the ‘‘ purveyor to his Royal Highness.” 
We fear it was no other than the ‘‘ good ” Haroun-al- 
Raschid who, from very much the same confased ideas on 
the subject of retributive justice as troubled the brain of 
Don Carlos, had a baker baked in his own oven for selling 
adulterated bread to the people. Bat perhaps at once the 
most ludicrous and the most terrible punishment ever 
imagined was that which an unfortunate gentleman who 
resided at St. Petersburg in the reign of Catherine II. had 
reason fora short time to expect. Ségurdescribes the hero ef 
the narrative as a stranger naturalized in Russia, Suader- 
land by name, and banker by profession. Very likely his 
real name was Sutherland, and his nationality Scotch or 
English. He stood high in the favour of the Empress, 
who had deposited considerable sums of money with him. 
One morning a servant came and told Mr. Suderland that 
the house was surrounded with soldiers, and that an officer 
of police desired to speak to him. The officer, whose 
name was Reliew, next entered and informed the banker 
that their “‘ most gracious” Sovereign had charged him te 
execute an order the severity of which positively frightened 
him. He then tried to break the news gently, allowing 
the agitated banker to put one question after another. 
“Is it Siberia?’ Suderland at length faltered. “ Alas! 
one returns from Siberia,’ answered Reliew. “ Prison!” 
* One comes out of prison.” ‘*Geod God! I am not to be 
knouted?” “The knout is terrible, but does not kill.” 
(He should have said, ‘‘ does not always kill.”) “Is my 
life, then, in peril?” almost sobbed the banker; “ the 
Empress so good, so clement—bat let me know the worst.” 
‘*Well, my dear friend,” quoth the officer in a dolefal 
voice, “my most gracious Sovereign has commanded me 
to have you stuffed.” The unhappy part of the affair was 
that Reliew, thoagh a kind-hearted man, would not admit 
that he could have mistaken the Czarina’s injunc- 
tions, which, moreover, he had evidently no intention of 
disobeying. In vain the banker expostulated, implored, 
protested. Reliew was sure there was noerror. He had 
indeed, he said, ventured to say to her Majesty that the 
command was a strange one, and had made appeal! to her 
well-known clemency, but she had cut short his first sen- 
tence with the remark, impatiently uttered, that his duty 
was to ovey orders and not to comment on them. At 
length, however, Reliew so far overcame his own fears as to 
agree to carry a note to the Empress. Even as he went his 
heart failed him, and he repaired instead to the house of 
Count Bruce, who, on hearing the story, thought the officer 
of police must be mad. Hastening to the palace, Count 
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Bruce demanded and obtained an audience of the Empress ; 
and it need hardly be added that then at length the mystery 
was solved. Her Majesty had just lost a b-autiful dog, the 
gift of the banker, nd ca‘led after him ‘‘Suderland.” Of 
course it was the dead favourite and not his qaondam master 


who was to be stuffed. But why should an offi:er of police ; 
be asked to superintend the stuffing of advad dog? It was | h 
| to form a ground for caution ; f r being covered over, ag it 


net poor Keliew who was «lt»gether to tlame for the fright 
eceasioned to a most respectable banker. 








THE PROGRESS OF INTERNATIONAL 
LAW. 


Proressor Lorimer, in his introductory lecture to the class 
ef public law in the University of Glasgow, made the follow. 
ing remarks on this sutject. We quote from the Scottish 
Journal of Jurispr d:nce :— 

From causes which I shall be able partially to explain 
te you, the existing rules which regulate the relations of 
States are very far fr»m having attaine!, or even from hav- 
ing determined, the chjects which they seek. But in this 
Branch of juris rud-nce we shall have at any rate this 
advantage, that in passing from the abstract to the con- 
crete, from the general to the special, we shall experience 
no diminution in its intere-t or its dignity. The minutest 
and apparently the most arbitrary provisions of municipal 
law, the most warrowly local police regulations, provided 
they are suited to the attainment of their o! jects, are all, it 
ia true, recognitions of the same great pvincipies. Their ulti- 
mate end, that from which th-ir dignity is d-rived, is the 
game as that of the law of nations—well-being, namely, 
and progress, physical, moral, and intellectual; and they 
seek it by the same general mrans—the vindication of the 
correlative principles of liberty ani order, There is 
nothing necessarily sordid im their character, nothing un- 
veasona'ile or capricious in their minutest provisions ; for 
God has so linked all human int-rests togetber that the 


same great laws govern them all, and the smallest mis-, 


carriage of justice is an injury to mankind. Nor is the 
dominion of principle less traceable where its action is con- 
fined within an rrow sphere. The tiniest creature, when 
bronght near to us by tke microscope, is as su-gestive of 
the laws of physical life and development as the greatest; 
and there is no obstacle to our reading the bo>k of natural 
Jaw in municipal as weil as in in'ernational relations. 
Still, there are few lessons which do not gain in impressive- 
ness by the grandeur of the examples by which they are 
illustrated ; there are few games the interest of which is 
not enhanced by the magnitude of the stakes. Now, it is 
ebaracteristic of public law in all its departments, and 
maore especially in that department in which it deals with 
the relations of State to State (in which it may be said to be 
twice public), that it is occupied with interesis so vast as 
to lend altogether a novel and even startling aspect to prin- 
ng which are so familiar as to pass aimost unheeded 
when their action is exhibited in other departments of 
jurisprudence. As fire and water, from being tame and 
homely elements, the intrinsic qu“lities of which are for- 
gotten in their familiar application, impress us with their 
power and their majesty when we see them in the voleano 
or the cataract, so, in like manner, cur imagination is taken 
captive, and our attention is arrested, by the deep and 
terrible significance of principles which, in municipal law, 
would have led at most to a protracted litigation, or the 
disruption of a mercantile contract, when fleets are manned 
and armies march forth for theic vindication, or when 
States are torn asunder in consequence of their neglect. 

At first sight it reems as if the arrangements for the 
vindication of these principles on so great a scale ought 
scarcely to be discussed by private persons at all—as if 
‘questions, on the correct or erroneous solution of which 
the progress or retrogression of the whole human family 
for ages may possibly depend, could be becomingly ap- 
‘emenong only by S-nates and Ministers of Sate. So far, 


owever, is this from bring the prevailing feeling of our. 


day, that there are few subjects which are at present dis- 
eussed with greater freedom and confidence. 


cipal law, the law of nations is regarded as the only depart- 
ment of jurisprudence which isialtogether on a level with 


Being sur- 
rounded by fewer technicalities, and incumbered by less | 
traditional formality, than most of the branches of muni-— 
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the popular understanding, That, for these reasons, it is 
approachable by the non-pro‘essional understanding is no 
doubt true; for Grotius and Bynkershoek may be read 
with pleasure hy any educated gentleman, and, even in the 
interminable pages of Puffeudorf, it is their prolixity, far 
more than their obscurity, which he would find to stand in 
his way. But this very fat, when rizhtly considered, ought 


were, by a thinner coating of contingent regulations, we 
sooner arrive at its vital principles ; and whereas in other 
branches of law numerous change. may b> made which affect 


| mere matters of convenience, or resolve themselves into 


questions of a trifling saving of time or money, here it ig 
scarcely possible to offer a sing] sugge-tion which dogs not 
touch the essence of the systen and the interests of man. 
kind. 


And yet the balance of advantage is altogethor in favour 
of questions of international law being »penly and freely, 


-| even if at times they shoul i be rashly, dis ussed. For not 


only does it derive its authority, in so fur as it has 

a system of positive consnetud nary law, from the general 
consciousness of civilized mankind in the last instance—g 
characteristic which is c»mnon to it with municipal laws 
within the narrower sphere of their oneration—but, ualike 
them, it continues, at every monent of its existence, to be 
dependent on public sentiment ‘or its birding force. 

In the absence of any cosmop litan Legisliture, by which 
its rules can be adjusted 'o new energencies; of any cog. 
molitan tribunal by which i's recoguize! dicta can be 
applied to individual cases ; an] o° any ventral executive 
by which its decrees can be en'orced, the whole body of 
civilized and intelligent mankind become the jadges 
whom its requirements are measured out, and their 
verdict is the warrant on which individaal nations, 
or groups of nations who for the time may have 
allied emselves, can alone proc:ed with confidence 
to enforce its provisions. It is weil remarked by 
Heffter, that the great distinction between the scie 
in the form in which it is pre ented to us by the writers of 
last century, and that which it bas now assumed, consists 
in the open recognition which is now given to the in- 
flaence of public opinion. lis basis al a.ong, as I have 
said, was, of necessity, the pubiic conscience, Bat, down 
ot the period of the French Revolution, it was the public 
conscience as interpreted by princes and Cabinets and 
plenipotentiaries. In our day it is tne public conscience, 
guided and enlightened in this country, and, indeed, 
generally in Europe—God be praised—by the educated 
and cultivated portions of soviety; bat still, even in 
States which are not constitutional, expressing itself 
directly, freely, and on the whole, I think I may add, 
intelligently through the press. Tne eff-cs of the change 
amongst civilized States—which aloue come, or ought to 
come, Within the range of international recognition—has 
been enormously to increase the power of moral, and to 
diminish the necessity for physical, interference with each 
other’s conduct. In former times the remonstrance of & 
foreign Government, as expressed by an ambassador acting 
on the instructions of his Sovereign, or of the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs, was always more or less known to be 
an expression of mere personal opinion. Whether it was 
the opinion of the monarch himself or of his Minister, or 
even if it purported to be that of a whole Cabinet, it was 
not in general difficult to identify it with the single man 
by whom, in such matters, the counsels of the nation were 
known to be led. It was the opinion of Richelieu, or 
Mazarin, or Oxenstern—speaking in the name of France 
or of Sweden, no doubt—but it was not the opinion of 
France or of Sweden directly uttered, in a form the 
present validity of which foreign nations could test by 
their own observation. Now there is an instinctive re- 
pugnance on the part both of individuals aud nations to 
yield to the opinion of a single individual, or of a few 
individuals, whom they Lave not accepted us their natural 
rolers ; and thus it was that, if the opinion was adverse 
to the course of policy which national ombition or v 
had marked out, it was pretty sure to be rejected wil 
scorn, Nor was the case greatly altered by the com 
currence of several Governments ; for that was bat the 
addition of two or three foreigners more, of whom little 
was known but their names, and whose personal character 
and motives it was easy, not ouly to disparage, but to 
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dissociate from those of the nations whieh they pro- 
fessedly represented. If there was the prospect of an 
immediate coalition of foreign armies, the matter would, 
of course, assame a serious aspect; but what is called a 
“moral remonstrance” was almost certain in those days 
to be disregarded by a Sovereign of any determination of 
character, or to be drowned by anything approaching to 
a clamorous expression of national enthusiasm. Bat the 
effect is very different when, by the concurrence or dissent 
of the press and of popular assemblies, foreign nations 
can ascertain for themselves to what extent the Govern- 
. ments which presume to advise them are, or are not, the 
of the communities which they professedly 
represent. To differ with individuals is a necessity of 
guch frequent occurrence that men and nations make up 
their minds to it with no great hesitation; and it is easy 
to differ, with a few who are distant when we bave the 
gupport and sympathy of many who are near. But to 
differ, not only with the majority, but with a majority 
which consists, or seems likely to extend itself to the 
whole civilized world, to oppose ourselves to the spirit of 
the age in which we live, is a course which few leaders 
will be rash enough long to persevere in, and in which a 
gingle community will rarely be so inconsiderate as to 
follow them even if they do. On a receat memorable 
occasion, which is no doubt present to your minds, we 
ourselves reaped the benefit of the open discussion of 
which I speak. Had we lived uader the old régime of 
diplomacy, there is mach reason to saspect that we should 
at this moment have been engaged in a bloody, and, in 
my humble opinion, an unjust war. Here public opinion 
spoke out to control. Let me mention an occasion on 
which it stepped in to support the attitude which its re- 
presentatives had assnmed. It was the unanimity of the 
press and of the public, in this country and on the 
Continent, quite as much as the support of foreign 
diplomacy, or our own energetic preparations for war, 
which, when the Trent affair occurred, convinced the 
Northern States of America, if not of the error, at least 
of the impradence of their officer, and saved us from be- 
ing plunged into a very distressing and perhaps formidable 
conflict with a nation which, of all others, is nearest to 
as in blood and ‘traditions. 


Bat these observations, whilst they illustrate the 
advantages attendant on the widest dissemination of 
#ound and jast opinions on questions of international law, 
point not less clearly to the new dangers of practical 
mischief which have arisen from the more popular basis 
‘on which the system itself has been placed in modern 
times. The power of modifying individual action, and 
taming down national excitement, on the part of the 
‘educated classes, as I have attempted to show you, has 
‘been greatly increased. But the probability that 
‘occasions will arise in which the exercise of this power 
will be called for has not been diminished. It is the 

‘ fendency of all human passions and impulses, which 
within them a really vital principle, to carry out 
principle to a point at which it becomes self-con- 
tradictory in theory, and self-destructive in practice, 
When this point is reached, the tendency does not simply 
ease, but gives place to its opposite. When faith de- 
generates into superstition, it doesnotstop there, bat bounds 
Off to the opposite pole of scepticism. Idealism, pushed 
‘to the limit at which it is contradicted by consciousness and 
‘experience, makes way for materialism in theory and atili- 


in practice, which, in their turn, work out their | 


‘ownrefotation, Lneed not multiply examples. Thetendency, 
or law, as, from the uniformity of ite action, it may well 
‘be called, must often have been pointed out to you, and 
ted in the course of your studies, not only of mental, 

‘bat of material science; for it is in virtue of its agtion in 
the physical world that ‘‘ bones and ashes make the golden 
corn.” Now, there is no principle in the case of which 
this law—which popular speech has embodied in the adage 
“extremes meet ’’—has received more frequent his- 
torical illustration than in that of national liberty; and 
my object in ulluding to itat present is that I may remind 
you that the moment that that principle is pushed to the 
. int at which it neutralizes ite own action, we are placed 
it, as it were, between two extremes, and are opposed, 


t simultaneously, to the action in excess, not only of 


it, bat of its opposite. The transition being, not to the 
lowest, but to the highest, action of te opposite priuciple, 
we do not take leave of one class of dangers in order that 
we may come gradually into the presence of the other. 
We pass to it all at once, and we encounter a principle, 
the characteristic dangers attendant upon which we had 
almost forgotten, in a higher degree of activity than that 
which it exhibited when we last experienced it. I believe 
that this phenomenon is actually being exhibited to some 
extent in the political life of Europe, and toa very great 
extent in that of America, at the present moment, The 
principle of liberty is that which, in recent times, has been 
most actively at work, and, though not unimpeded by its 
own excesses, it has been generaily victorious, Without 
referring to instances which your own knowledge of past 
eS contemporaneous history will readily saggest to you, 

think I may say that it has now been practically domi- 
nant for a longer period than any during which it ever 
obtained sway in the history of progress. 

But what I wish you to observe is that, wherever the 
principle of liberty has been, in appearance, completely 
triamphant—wherever its action has become exclusive of 
that of all other principles, even fora time—it has nob 
only imperilled its own success in the community in which 
it was manifested, but it has placed surrounding States 
in danger at once of the evils which are kindred to it, and 
of those which belong to the principles which is seemed to 
exclude. It is unnecessary that I should illastrate these 
observations by referring to the past history of france, 
and [am not courageous enough to predict her fatare; 
but I may venture to remind you that, since the termina- 
tion of the great American War, the Southern States have 
been suffering, at the bands of democratic adventurers, & 
despotism worse than France ever suffered from the most 
despotic of her Kings or Emperors. With the internal 
politics of America I have no immediate concern, and no 
problem seems darker to me than that which is presented 
by the future of that most abaormal country, in which 
political speculators are watching, for the first time on 80 
great a scale, the result of the experiment whether an 
organized society and a homogeneous state ean be reared 
from the cuttings of old branch: s, in plase of being grown, 
like other communities, from the seed. In what manner 
this result, if possible, shall be brought sboat és a question 
which the future alone can answer. But woat I assert is, 
that America, as it at present exists, and as itexisted for a 
long time previous to the civil war, combines in its internal 
goverament most of the evils of a d:spotism, ag well as of 
a democracy, and exposes foreiyn Governments, ia deal- 
ing with it, tothe dangers arising from both of these forms 
of government. The chief reason why a despotic coun 
is } tense to its neighbours, as I have already indicated, is 
that you cannot reason with it directly; you eannot get at 
it, as you get at a free country, through its press; it is not 
permitted to listen to what you have to say to it in support 
of your claims or your remonstrances, and it becomes ac- 
quainted with them only when it experienees the conse- 
quences of their rejection. Now the very same difficulty 
exists in dealing with America. King Mob has there 
gagged the press as effectually as any brother despot that 
ever gave a warning. He will nt allow hiknseif to be 
—_ to, except in accents of adulation and assent ; and 
if you approach him in any other tone, the only answer 
which he deigns to make to you is a re-assertien of his 
former position, as confident and uncompromising as if it 
proceeded from the Comte de Chamford or Pio Nono him- 
self. Strange and almost incredible as it seems to us, the 
sad and instructive fact is att-sted by writers of the very 
highest authority, native as wel! as foreigo, that this demo- 
cratic country has shut itself out from the advantages of 
free political discussion so effectually that it is perhaps 
not too much to say that no monarechie:! State in 
Europe ever was as impervious to the voiee of counsel 
from without as America has been during the present 
century. 

The lesson, then, which the contemporaneons history of 
Europe and Ameriea seems to teach to the international 
lawyer and politician is that the advan to the cavse 
of international tranquillity arising from the effect which 
the recognition of the public conscience, aa the basis of 
international law, unquestionably has in inereasing the 





power of moral interference are for the present coanter- 
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balanced, to no inconsiderable extent, by other results of 
the prevalence of the principle of liberty. Wherever that 
principle becomes anarchic, or is kept in check only by 
ir fluences so little likely to be permanent as those which 
now govern France, and has not finally allied itself with 
the principle of order by the creation of an organized 
society, of which each member, whilst he asserts his own 
freedom of action within his own sphere, cheerfully and 
loyally accords the same freedom to others, its tendency 
is to increase rather than to diminish the risk of interna- 
tional misurderstandings and consequent collisions. And 
the lesson for us which I derive from all these considera- 
tions is the very great and increasing responsibilities which 
modern society imposes on the educated classes, and the 
emphasis with which it urges on them the duty of address- 
ing themeelves to those very studies in which we are about 
to engage, 

I regret that the narrow limits of our course will prevent 
me from giving to this important branch of it all the develop- 
ment which I could desire; but into the fundamental 
doctrine of recoguition, from which all its other doctrines 
flow, I hope to enter with considerable fulness. Recognition 
is the birth of the separate State into the family-cosmopolitan 
—its tile to claim a locus standi within the sphere of the 
positive law of nations. In defining recognition we deter- 
mine the international character of the State by assigning to 
ir its righ’s and its responsibilities, both in the normal 
r: lations of friendly intercourse, and in the abnormal relations 
of neutrality and war. 

The subject votwithstanding, perhaps in consequence of 
its momentous importance, has made little progress, in 
a scientific point of view, since the time of Grotius. His 
immediate fol.owers were deficient in the strength of analyti- 
cal vision which had enabled him to look international 
relations, as the phenomena of contemporaneous history 
presented them to him, right in the face, and to ask what had 
been said of them by others, only to the extent and for the 
purpose of seeing them better himself. For a time, down in- 
deed to the time of Vattel, the imitators and admirers of 
Grovius tried to do as he had done. But they added little 
to his doctrines; and sach practical ameliorations as have 
since tu»ken place in the conduct of international affairs—for 
example, the greater openness and honesty in diplomacy, and 
the greter humanity to the wounded and to non-combatants 
in wir—have been forced on rather by the increasing in- 
flaences of general civilization than by any advanees ‘which 
have been made in this department of scientific jurisprudence. 
We have had scarcely any attempt at further definition. The 
doc rives of intervention and neutrality, to take the two most 
conspicuous instances, have remained as vague as Grotius left 
them. Many of the text-writers have even permitted them 
to slip away from their ethical moorings altogether, and to 
dri't, without oar or rudder, into the shifting currents of 
expediency, utility, and immediate self-interest ; whilst those 
aga'nst whom so heavy a charge cannot be made, have 
occupied th+mselves chiefly in pouring the contents of one 
old bottle into another. The conséquence is that even those 
wh» have sdopted the historical method have effected little 
more than to incumber the Grotian teaching with voluminous, 
unsige-ted, and often irrelevant illustrations. They have 
wri t-n bad bistories, not of events, or even of treaties—which 
are a kind of even's, and always teaching something—but of 
pretract-d negotiations and intrigues; and of notes, memorials, 
avd protocols, and other diplomatic efforts in what Punch has 
very aptly characterized as the “ waste-paper line.” It 
wou d be very presumptuous in me to suppose that by any 
individasl efforts of mine I could atone for errors like these. 

All thet I ean hope to do is, by reverting to the philo- 
sophical traditions by which Grotius was inspired, and 
which your own great teachers have never forgotten, to 
revive a method which, in so far as the circumstances of 
his time and his own eventful life permitted him to 
pursue it, was so fruitful in bis hands. If I can induce 
you. in the first branch of the course, to go back from 
Austin to Aristotle, and in the second, from Wheaton to 
Grotius—if I can persuade you to substitute the facts of 
nature for the pr-judices of conventionalism, I shall feel 
that I have given you, who have life before you, a fresh 
start on » road which may lead you to great results which 
I shall never reach. Rome was not built in a day; and 
the Jaw of nations, even when its study is rational t- 
sued, will not be completed, and rounded off, and weod ited” 
by one man or by one generation. It is work, on the oon- 
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trary, which will never be completed at all, even theoreti- ' 


cally, for, as theory throws light upon practice, so practice 
throws light upon theory, and both are in continual flax— 

we must hope in continual progress. As municipal legis-. 
lation demands the continuous efforts of the best minds in 

each State, international legislation, if it is continuously to- 
realize the abstract in the concrete, will demand the con-- 
tinuous efforts of the best minds in every State. Would 

that we saw the beginnings of such conscious and ordered: 
activity ! 

To private international law, which will occupy us in the: 
last instance, I hope also to give some additional interest 
and significance by presenting it to you, not as an isolated, 
exceptional, and indeed contradictory branch of jurispru-. 
dence—as is the common view of it in this country—but as 
resting on the same fundamental principles, and resulting- 
logically from the same great doctrine of the recognition 
of the international existence of the State, which, as I have- 
eaid, is the groundwork of the whole system. For this 
reason I shall speak of it as the “reciprocal recognition of 
each other’s private municipal law by separate States,” 
rather than as the ‘‘ conflict of laws,’ the term by which it 
is probably best known to most of you, or that of “ comity,” 
which is altogether misleading, and has now been abandoned. 
everywhere, I believe, except in England. 

The object which private international law—1s, adopting 
the least objectionable of the popular epithets, we may con- 
tinue to call it—sets before it, is to determine the occasions 
on which, and the limits within which, the interests of 
justice demand that effect should be given to the municipal 
laws of one State within the territories of another ; or, ag. 
Savigny puts it, “ to fix the local limits of the dominion of 
the rules of law over Jegal relations.” The problem which 
this doctrine embraces has been very vaguely presented by 
many writers, both to their reaters and themselves, When 
defined as Savigny has defined it, the subject becomes scien. 
tifically very simple. We shall take his luminous treatise 
—which Mr. Guthrie’s excellent translation and valuable 
annotations have happily domiciled amongst us—as a lantern 
in our hands; and with its aid I hope we shall find our way 
through the perplexed and pedantic disquisitions by which 
it has been so often incumbered. The subject is one which 
has made far greater progress in our own day than any other 
branch of the law of nations, The track on which Savigny 
set out has been boldly and successfully followed, within the 
last few years, by my distinguished friends and colleagues 
in the Institute of International Law, M. Mancini, the present 
Italian Minister of Justice, and by M. Brocher, the Presi- 
dent de la Cour de Cassation at Geneva. 


Another learned and gifted friend, whose name is better 
known in this country, Mr. Westlake, was an early disciple 
cf Savigny’s teaching, and I am glad to say promises us soon 
a new edition of his well-known work. 


With these advantages, I hope that we shall succeed in at 
any rate marking out pretty accurately the boundaries of 
this province ; but the practical difficulties which have been 
found to attend the solution of the numerous questions which 
the daily increasing intercourse of nations brings to light in 
this field are inherent in the nature of the questions them-- 
selves, These questions may arise with reference to almost 
every conceivable legal relation, under every conczivable 
combination of circumstances, whilst there is scarcely any 
change, however slight, either in the character of the parties 
related, or the conditions under which they are brought into: 
contact, which may not modify, or altogether reverse, the 
Aecision as to the legal domain to which it properly belongs.. 
To exhaust such a subject, within the limits which we must 
assign to it for the present, is altogether impossible. So 
great is its interest and so immediate its professional import~ 
ance, that, in my humble opinion, it might well engage the 
serious consideration of the University Commissioners, to 
whose report we at present look forward with so much hope, 
whether it ought not to be made the subject of a —— 
course of lectures. As matters stand, I shall feel that I have 
done all that can be reasonably expected of me if I lay before 
you its best established rules, and explain to some extent the 
grounds on which they rest, 
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Courts. 


WRECK COMMISSION COURT.* 
WESTMINSTER. 


(Before H. C. Rorwery, Esq., Wreck Commissioner ; and 
Captain Hott and Captain ScEa.Es, Assessors.) 
June 27, 28.—The Rifleman. 
is was an inquiry into the loss of the British ship 
oe by Saraiag at sea on the 27th of April. 
W. W. Ravenhill appeared for the Board of Trade. 
W. Mills Roche (solicitor), for the master. 
In the course of the preliminary examination of 


itnesses, 
wineoenhil tendered a witness for the purpose of account- 
ing for the absence of certain important witnesses who 
were on board the ship at the time of the casualty. 

The CoMMISSIONER admitted the evidence at that stage of 
the inquiry as it was tendered to account for the absence 
of witnesses who would have been called at that stage. 

No charge was made by the Board of Trade, 

The managing owner of the ship, who had not applied 
tobe made a party, expressed a wish to make a state- 
ment. 

The ComMIssIONER decided that as he was not a party he 
could only be heard as a witness, and he was accordingly 
sworn and examined. 

At the close of the evidence there was some little dis- 
oussion as to the order in which parties should be heard, 
asno charge had been made, but 

The CoMMIssIONER directed that the ordinary rule 
should be followed, and the solicitor for the master be 
first heard, and then the counsel for thé Board of Trade 
should reply. 

The Court were of opinion that the fire must have been 
caused by the action of certain of the crew, and returned 
the master’s certificate, but without costs, as they thought 
the case a very proper one for inquiry. 

The Solicitor for the Board of 2'rade. 

Solicitors for the master, Oliver, Botterill, § Roche. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
BARNSLEY. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant TinpaL ATKINSON, Judge.) 


June 7.—Barnard Cohen v. Roberts. 
Same v. Gray. 

Interpleader—Execution creditor paid out of sale of goods com- 
prised in bill of sale by the officer of the court—No remedy by 
assignee of bill of sale except against the high bailiff. 

In giving judgmont in this case, his Honour said :—This 
isan interpleader summons issued by the registrar, who 
algo discharges the duties of the office of high bailiff. The 
facts, as far as they are necessary for the decision of this 
case, are that the plaintiff, Cohen, the claimant, is the holder 
of a bill of sale over the goods of one Robinson. Robin- 
son, being a debtor of the defendant Roberts, was sued in 
this court for the debt, and Roberts obtained judgment. 

ecution followed, and was levied by the bailiffs without 
notice or knowledge that the goods seized formed any part 
of those included in the bill of sale. The levy was made on 
the 18th of November, 1876, and the proceeds of the sale 
were duly P ae into court. Shortly afterwards the regis- 
trar paid the amount of the debt and costs to Roberts, 
the execution oreditor, and after this—namely, in 
of this year—Cohen, who had no knowledge 

of what had taken place, a plied to the registrar, who 
the present iuterpleader summons; and the ques- 

I am called upon to decide is, under these facts, has 

the summons been rightly issued? And after looking at 
fae Provisions of the statute, and the rules under which 
the limited right of trying interpleaders in these courts is 
porte have come to the conclusion that I have no 
to make any order in this or any case in 

Whioh the goods taken in execution under the process of 

this court, or their proceeds, have been parted with 

as to have satisfied the execution creditor's judg- 


* Reported by Nout H. Paranson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








ment. The 2nd r., ord. 21, clearly supports this{view’ 
because it provides, after naming what’ things are to be 
done by the claimant in order to place himself properly in- 
court, “that any money paid into court under the exeou- 
tion shall be retained by the registrar until the claim 
shall be adjudjcated upon.” In looking at what is the 
law in such a case as the present in the superior courts 
I find two eases exactly in point. In Anderson v. Calloway 
1 Cr. & M. 102, it was held that a sheriff is not 
entitled to relief under the Interpleader Act (1 & 2. 
Will. 4, o. 58, s. 6) where he has paid over the proceeds 
of the execution to the judgment creditor, Lord Lynd- 
hurst, C.B., saying in his jadgment, ‘‘ The object of the 
Act of Parliament was to afford relief to the sheriff where 
two parties were claiming the property, and he had either 
the goods or the money in his possession, uct to & case 
when he had paid over the money to one of the parties.” 
The decision in this case was subsequently distinctly 
affirmed in Scott v. Lewis, 2 C.M. & R. 289. I am of 
opinion that the ground of the decision in these cases, 
namely, that the goods or their proceeds must, when the 
claim is made, be in court, so that any order I may make 
respecting them can be operative and available, applies in 
principle to the present case, and that the proceeds of the 
execution here having been parted with to the execution 
creditor, I have no power to entertain the present appli- 
cation, and the claimant must, therefore, be left to his 
legal remedies such as he may have against the regis- 
trar, acting as high bailiff, for wrongfully taking goods 
which belonged, not to the execution debtor, but to the 
claimant. 
Cohen v. Horsfield. 
Bill of sale—Pawnbrokers Act, 1872—Liability of pawn- 
broker for taking in assigned goods. 

His Honour in giving jadgment said :—The plaintiff in 
this case seeks ta recover from the defendant £25 in the 
nature of damages for the wrongful conversion of a piano. 
The facts proved at the trial were, that the plaintiff, 
Cohen, had advanced to one Frederick Robinson, on the 
security of a bill of sale of his farniture, of which the 
pianoforte in question formed a part, the sum of £50, repay- 
able by quarterly instalments, Atthe time of the alleged 
conversion by the defendant one of the instalments remained 
unpaid. The bill of sale contains the usual proviso that 
upon the payment of the principal sum the bill of sale ia 
to become void, and it also comprises very extensive 
powers for the holder, on the failure of any of the con- 
ditions, to take possession of the furniture. Robinson, 
while in possession, pledged the pianoforte with the 
defendant, a pawnbroker, for the sum of ten pounds, and 
on this coming to the plaintiff's knowledge he made 
a@ demand upon the defendant for the delivery of 
the piano, to which the defendant gave a qualified 
refusal, but which, on the whole, may be taken to bea 
refasal to deliver it, and to be evidence of a con- 
version. In order to support this action there must be in 
the plaintiff, not only a right of property, but also the 
right of possession. I have looked carefally through the 
bill of sale in this case, and I find no covenant that the 
assignor, Robinson, is to continue in possession until default 
of payment of any of the instalments so as to bring this 
case within the decision of Bradley v. Copley, 1 C. B. 685, 
in which it was he'd that until default by the assignor the 
action of trover could not be supported, on the ground that 
the right of possession until such default was made did not 
exist. In the present case default had been made by the 
non-payment of the first instalment, and by the terms of 
this particular bill of sale the right of immediate possession 
accrued; and the law is even when a demand is 
before the right of possession accrues to the assignee, that 
when an assignor of who is permitted to remain 
in possession wrongfully sells, so that he cannot deliver 
the goods on demand, the assignee may recover against 
a bond fide purchaser, unless in market overt. Itis true that 
here the pianoforte was not sold, butas between Robinson and 
the defendant the former could not, unless by payment of 
the sum for which the piano was pledged, have restored 
it to its former position, so as to Lies complied with « 
demand for its delivery, and still more, as at the time he 
pledged it to the defendant he had neither the right of 
pro nor the right of possession, and the defendant 
could, therefore, have no greater right to retain it agains 
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the plainti than Robingon would have had had a demand 
on the part of Cohen been necessary. With regard to 
the argument raised hy the counsel for the defendant at 
the hearing, nanely, that the plaintiff should have pro- 
ceeded before the magistrates under the provisions of the 
Pawnbrokers Act, 1872, and that, that Act having been 
sence expressly for th provection of pawnbrokers, it was 
perative upon the plaintiff to adopt the form of remedy 
which the stitute provides, I am of opinion that the 
oommon law right for a plaintiff whose property has 
been wrongfully txken, and which property has found its 
way into th» han/s of another, to sue in trover for damages 
is not taken away by the statute, and that there must, 
therefore, in this case be a verdict for the plaintiff. 
Damages £20 to be reduced to 1s. if the piano be returned 
within a fortuight. 





Leqislattaw of the eck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 21.—Parisons. 
This Bill was brougbt up from the Commons and read 
a first time. 
Burts. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Merropouiran Street IMPROVEMENTS. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Marrizp Women’s Property Act, 1870, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Locat Government Provisionat Orpers (BRIDLINGTON, 
&c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Locat Government ProvistonaL OnpERs CoNFIRMATION 
(Biszor AucxLanp, &c.). 
This Bill was read a seound time, 
Qvarrer Sessions (Borovaus). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Fisnerres (Crass, anp Lopsrers). 
This Bill passed throngh committee. 
Tramwars Orpers Conrirmation (Barton, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
June 22.—Ovysrer anp Mossex Fisnertes Orper Con- 
FIRMATION, , 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Fisnertes (Craps, anD LonsTers). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
June 25.—Merropo.itan Commons ProvisionaL Orper. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Exementary Epucation Provistonat Orpers Con- 
PIRMATION (FeLmiIncHaM, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Reservoirs, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
June 26.—Gas anp Water Onpers ConriRMATION 
(Aztnepon, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Loca Government Provistona, Orpers ConriRMATION 


(Betrzr Union, &c.). 
This Bil] passed through committee. 
Exeuantany Epvucation Provistonat Orpers Von- 
PIRMATION (Fetmincuam, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
June 21.—Puxtic Works Loan (Inetawp). 


The House went into committee on this Bill, but progress 


‘was reported on clause 4. 
Rorat Inisn ConsraBuLart. 
This Bill was read a secon | time. 


Mazzuors Lacatization (Sr. Perza’s, Atuonvesver). 


This Bill was read a third time. 


Money Orpers. 

Mr. W. H. Samrrx introduced a Bill to amend the law 
with respect to money orders granted or issued by or under 
the authority of the Postmaster-General. 

June 22,—Surreuz Court or Jupicature (IRELAND), 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 


The preamble was postponed and the first three clauses 
of the Bill were agreed to. 

On clause 4, the Atrorney-Genera for IRELAND, speak. 
ing on an amendment of Mr. Shaw's which was not 

and which proposed to include baxkrup’cy courts under the 
operation of the clause, said the ques’ion of dealing with 
those courts was under the consideration of the Government, 
but that it had not been deemed desirable to include them, 
in the present Bill as forming a part of the High Court of 
Justice.—The clause was then agreed to, as was also claugg 
5 


"On clause 6, Mr. MeLpon moved an amendment that no 
one should be appointed to fill tie office of Lord Chancellor 
in Ireland unless he was a b:rrister of fifteen years’ stand. 
ing and a member of the Irish bar.—The amendment was 
altered by the su'stitution of ‘ ten” for “ fifteen” years, 
and upon a divi-ion was !ost by 202 to 106.—Mr, Panna, 
moved an addition to clause 6 to the effect that the Lord 
Chancellor should be appointed in the same manner in which 
the puisne justices and junior barons of the superior courts of 
common law in England were appointed before the passing 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873.—The addi- 
tion was agreed to. 
Progress was then reported. 
County Orricers AnD Courts (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time, and referred to a seles 
committee. 
Roya Iris ConsTaBuLary. 
This Bill passed through committee, 
Exsmentary Epvucation ProvisionaL Orper ConrieMi- 
tIon (Lonpow). 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Locat GovERNMENT Provisional Orpers (ALTRINCHAM, 
&c.). 

This Bill was considered, and the amendments introduced 

into it by the House of Lords were agreed to. 
June 25.—Prisons ([RELAND), 

This Bill went through committee pro forma, 


New Forssr. 
This Bill went through committee. 
Merropouis ‘Improvement ProvistonaL Orpers Cone 
FIRMATION, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Pusiic Heatru (Irenanp). 
This Bill was read a second time, 
Royat Irisu ConsTanuLary. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Locat GovernMENT Provisional Orper (Szwace). 
This Bill was read a second time, 
Factors Act AMENDMENT, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Loca Taxation. 

Mr. Scuater-Booru introduced a Bill to amend the 
law with respect to the annual returns of local 
in England, and for other purposes relating to such tax 
tion. 

Supreme Court or Jupicature (IReuanp). 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 6 to 9 were ordered to stand part of the Bill, 
various amendments being negatived. 

On clause 10, Mr. Duwaar moved, in Jine 6, after “ Lat 
Chief Justice,” to insert “the Master of the Rolle’’—Ti 
amendment was agreed to without a division, and the clew® 
was agreed to, 

Clauses 11 and 12 were agreed to, 

New Forest. 





This Bill was read @ third time. 
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Zaw Stuvents’ Sourwatl. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicHareLMas Examination, 1877, 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 
The attention of students is requested to the following 


-_— 


No student admittei after the 3ist of December, 1872, 
ghall receive fr'm th» council the certificate of fitness for 
gall to the bar required by th» four Inns of Court unless he 
shall have passed a sitisfictory examination in the follow- 
ing subjects. viz., (1) Roma: civil law; (2) the law of real 
and personal property ; (3) common law ; and (4) equity. 

No student admitte! after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall be examined forc:ll to ‘he bar until he shall have 

t nine terms ; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of p sing the examination in 
Boman civil law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination w'll be held in October next, to which a 
@udent of any of th- I:ns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, wi'l be admissibl-. 

Each student , roping to submit himself for examina- 
tion will be required to enter his name, personally or by 
letter, at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Ion of 
Court to which he belongs, on or before Wednesday, the 
10th of October next; ani he wi'l further be required to 
state in writing wheth r bis ot jet in offering bimself for 
€ximioation is to obtain a certiticate preliminary to a call 
to the bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the 
éxamination in Roman civil law under the above-mentioned 


The examination will commence on Monday, the 22nd of 
October next, and will be continued on the Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursd+y fo'lowing, 

It will take place in the Hall of Lincoln’s-inn, and the 
doors will be cl.sed ten minutes after the time appointed 
for the commencemen: of the ex»mination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—M niay morning, October 22, at 
ten, on the law of r-al and personal property; Tuesday 
morning, Oc ober 23, at ten, on common law; Wednesday 
morning, October 24, at ten, on Roman law ; Wednesday 
afternoon, Uctoher 24, at two, on constitutional law and 
legal history ; Thursday morning, October 25, at ten, on 

nity. 

“ake oral examination wil] be conducted in the same order, 
andon the same subjects, as above appointed for the exami- 
nation by printed questions. 

Nore.—Only students admitted prior to the lstof Janu- 
ary, 1873, and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have 
an option of passing in constitutional law and legal history, 
or Roman law ; common law or equity-; and real and per- 
aonal property law. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects : —(1) The creation, 

ution, and disposition inter vives, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in real and personal property, includ- 
ing estates and interests, by way of statutory use, and of 
trust; (2) The Statutes of Mortmain. Candidates will be 
amined in the elements of the foregoing subjects. 
examiner in common law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) Criminal law; 
@) The procedur- in an action in the Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of 
Justice. Candidates will be examined on general and ele- 
M@entary princip'es of law. 
6 examiners in Roman law will examine in the follow- 
subject:—The Institu'es of Justinian. Candidates 
be examined in the above-mentioned subject. 
examiners in conetitutione] law and le history 
examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubb's Constitutional Hi tory of England; (2) Hallam’s 
titutional History; (8) Broom’s Constitutional Law. 
tes will be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in 
0. 2and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their 


Norz.—Only students admitted priorto the 1st of January, 
1873, and who are candidates for + pass certificate, Some 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or 





Roman law ; common law or equity; and real and personal 
property law. he é 

he examiner in equity will examine in the — 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of d 
persons; (2) Mortgages. Candidates will be examined in 
the above-mentioned subjects. 


Hitary Strupentsuip Examination, 1878. 
Jurisprudence, Civil and Internacional Law, and Romen 
Law. 

Candidates for the studentship will be examined in all the 
following subjects :—(1) Institutes of Giius and Institutes 
of Justinian; (2) The Forty-fifh book of the Digest; (3) 
History of Roman law; (4) Prin iples of jurisprudence, 
with special reference to the writings of Bentham, Austin, 
and Maine; (5) Elements of int-ruational law; (6) Prin- 
ciples of private internation:l law. Candidates for honours 
will be examined in tiiore numbered 1, 3, and 4; candidates 
for a pass certificate in the Ins itutes f Justinian. 

By Order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Waroe, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Liaco'n’s-inn Hali, Juue 25. 





THE TOWN CLERK OF MANCHESTER. 


On Thursday, at the meeting of the Manchester Town 
Council, the Mayor said that, in consequence of the state 
of Sir Joseph Heron's health, the time nad arrived when 
it was necessary to make arrangements to lessen hig 
labours and duties. It would be useless for him to ex- 
plain to the Counvil the services which Sir Joseph Heron 
had rendered to the Council for a period of nearly forty 
years. Unfortunately, his health bad at last given way, 
and, if the Corporation wished to retain ‘his invaluable 
counsel and advice, it would be necessary for them to 
relieve him from the details of the work which he had 
for so many years undertaken, and to appoint him to the 
position of consulting Town Clerk, In accordance with 
this view, he (the mayor) had drawn up a resolution, 
which he wished to submit to the Council :—‘ That, 
having regard to the faithfal, efficient, and invaluable 
services which during a period of nearly forty years have 
been rendered to this Corporation and the city by the 
Town Clerk, it is desirable that arrangements should be 
made by which, while the advantage of obtaining the 
advice of Sir Joseph Heron when required in connection 
with the business of the Corporation will be retained, he 
shall be to a great extent relieved from the duties de- 
volving upon him as Town Clerk; that Sir Joseph Heron 
be and is hereby appointed, at the salary which he now 
receives, consulting Town Clerk, upon the understanding 
that he will retain the office and continue to discharge the 
formal duties of Town Clerk until other and final arrange- 
ments are made by the Conncil.” It had been well said 
that the character and abilities of the Town Clerk were 
to be found in the thirty or forty volumes of the Council’s 
proceedings; but, in addition to Sir Joseph Heron’s work 
in connection with the Corporation, many of the public 
institutions of Manchester were indebted to him for 
services the value of which it was impossible to estimate. 
He (the Mayor) felt that, by relieving the Town Clerk of 
the details of the work which had previously come under 
his supervision, and by appointing him to the position of 
consulting Town Clerk, the Council would reflect honour 
upon itself and do that which would meet with the con- 
currence of the citizens at large. In conclusion, he 
trusted that Sir Joseph would be restored to health, and 
that the Council would for years to come have the benefit 
of his counsel and advice. 

Mr. Alderman Bennatr could not say that he seconded 
the resolution with pleasure, because he regretted the 
necee“ity of it. He had been accustomed to look upon 
the Town Clerk for many years as a sort of everlasting 
man. It never occurred to his mind until the last few 
months that the time would come when they should have 
to dispense altogether with the services of the Town Clerk, 
He had not yet attained ‘‘three score and ten,” but he 
was very near it, and, in the ordinary course of nature, 
the time must come when they would have to dispense 
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with his services altogether. He had been stricken down 
during the last few months. He hoped he would recover; 
but it was certain that he never would be again the man 
that he had been. What they should aim at doing was to 
preserve so valuable a life—valuable to the Council and 
valuable to the city—as long as they could. He had been 
nearly forty years with the Council; he had grown up 
with the concern from its infancy, until it had attained its 
present gigantic proportions; and it was of the greatest 
importance that the Council should be able to fall back 
upon him in any period of doubt and difficulty. 

The resolution was supported by Mr. Harwoop and 
Alderman Grunpy, and was passed unanimously and with 
acclamation. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 

PEAL. 

July 2Mr. Latham Mr. Milne Mr. Pemberton 
Leach Merivale Ward 

A Latham Milne Pemberton 
6 Leach Merivale Ward 

6 Latham Merivale Pemberton 

7 Ward 


MAsTER OF THE 
Phcca. V. C. Marys, 


Leach Milne 
V.C.Bacow. V.C. Hatt. 


Monday, July 2Mr.Farrer Mr. Koe 
Tuesday ...... 3 i Clowes 
Wednesday.... 


Mr. Justice 
Fry. 

Mr. Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 


Clowes Holdship 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON TRINITY SITTING, 1877. 
List oF ACTIONS FoR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 659.) 
217 R Moir (Mercer & Mercer) v Grant & Clark & 
Punchard (Ashurat, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 
218 J Moir (Seme) v Same (Same) 
219 Mercer (Same) v Same (Same) 
220 Morris (Same) v Same (Same) 
221 Blane (Same) v Same (Same) 
222 Marshell (Same) v Same (Same) 
223 Noblett (Same) v Same (Same) 
224 Okell (Same) v Same (Same) 
225 Peterson (Same) v Same (Same) 
226 Pape (Same) v Same (Same) 
227 Redfern (Same) v Same (Same) 
228 Rowlands (Same) v Same (Same) 
229 Seaman (Same) v Same (Same) 
230 Sewell (Same) v Same (Same) 
231 G Stevenson (Same) v Same (Same) 
232 L C Stevenson (Same) v Same (Same) 
233 Scholfield (Same) v Same (Same) 
234 Spowforth (Same) v Same (Same) 
235 Sherriff (Same) v Same (Same) 
236 Shaul (Same) v Same (Same) 
237 Stone (Same) v Same (Same) 
238 Thomas (Same) v Same (Same) 
239 Treacher (Same) v Same (Same) 
240 Townsend (Same) v Same (Same) 
241 Watherson (Same) v Same (Same) 
242 Wilden (Same) v Same (Same) 
243 Wallis (Same) v Same (Same) 
244 om (Same) v Same (Same) 
245 B. Wood Seg v Same (Same 
246 E T W Wood (Same) v Same (Same) 
247 Wilmot (Same) v Sa ne (Same) 
248 Weaver (Same) v Same (Same 
249 Warren (Same) v Same (Sune) 
250 faylor (Same) v Same (Same) 
251 Turner (Same) v Same (Same) 
252 Lowe (Same) v Same (Same) 
253 Conyngham (Same) v Same (Same) 
254 York (Same) v Same (Same) 
255 Copestake, Kxor, &c (Same) v Same (Same) 
256 Way, Exor, &c (Same) v Same (Same) 
257 Deane (Same) v Same (Same) 
QB 258 Eastwood (Bell, B & G) v Petrie (S Toppin) 
QB 259 = & anr (Chapple & W) v Robson) 


Parker, Lee 


Ex ae (Janson, C & P) v Barber (Keighley, 8 & Bp 


Ex 261 Chandler (T Durant) v Bennett (G Reader) 
Q B 262 Meagher & avr(T J Angell) v a B & Co) 


QB 268 Lyttles Iron Agency, limd (Stibbard, G & C) vJohn.. 

son (Lewis & I) 

QB 264 Same (Same) v Haward (Same) 

QB 265 Aldridge (Stokes, Saunders & S) v Blackmore (E W 
Crosse) SJ 

QB 266 Same ree v Avery cpg we | & Co) SJ 

C P 267 Allen (Roberts & B) v The Gauthoid Marine Insuraneg- 
Co of Gothenburg (Druce, Sons & J) SJ 

C P 268 Same (Same) v The Marine Insurance Co Norden 
Limd of Gothenburg (Same) SJ 

Ex 269 Cobb (Champion, R & P) v City of London Brewery 
Co (W T Ricketts) 

Ex 270 Chatterley, Trustee, &c (Whites, R & Co) v Shilling 
(W R Preston) 

CP 271 Thomas (Parker & Clarke) v Hogg, Walker & Co 
(Walters & G) SJ 

CP 272 Scott (R Charles) v General Steam Navigation Co 


(W Batham) 

Ex 273 James Watt & Co (G wa v Mersey Steel & Iron 
Co, limd (Norris, A & C) S 

CP 274 Oakes & anr (Dalton & J) v The Midland Railway Ce 
(W R Stevens) 

Ex 275 Davies (Learoyd & P) v Price (J A Bertram) 

Ex 276 Marrison (WG Morris) v The North Metropolitar 
Tramways Co (H C Godfray) SJ 

QB 277 Schnorrenberg & anr (Bradford, R & Co) v Jacobs & 
apr (M H Levirton) 

Ex 278 Verden fa Kerly) v Showler pprires & G) 

QB 279 Price, Trustee, &c (Lewis, & L) v Henderaog 
(Clarkes,R & C) SJ 

Ex 280 Grundy (Phelps, S & B) v Great Northern Railway 
Co (Barr, Nelson & Barr) SJ 

C P 281 Muller (Freeman & B) v Odessa Waterworks Co, 
Imtd (Hargrove, F & <" 

Ex 282 Gibson & wife (Sole, T & K) v London Tramways 
Co, Imtd (H C Godfray) SJ 

QB 283 Master, &c, of the Drapers' Co (Lawford & W) ¥ 
Barker (Walters & G) 

Ex 284 Fotheringham (Lyne & H)-v City of Cork Steam 
Packet Co (Dawes & Sons) SJ 

Ex 285 A sand & Co (Pattison, W & Co) v Richardson (J E 

ilson) 

C P 286 Straw (Watson, Son & R) v White (H Lloyd & Lane) 

QB 287 Dawson (Lewis, M & L) v Adams (Tidy, H & T) 

CP nag oe am B & C) v Parsons (Collyer-Bristow 


) 
Ex 289 Alrutz (Ingle, C & H) v Malmros (Ingledew, I &G 
QB 290 Vincent (W H Marshal) v Wood (Watson, Son & R) 
QB 291 RB Smith & Co & anr (Carr, B, D & M) v Procter 
(J R Chidley) SJ 
CP 292 Frederici & Co (Freshfield & W) v Van Der Zook 
Co (Simpson & C) SJ 
QB oo (Bower & C) v Alexander & anr (Hunt & Son} 


Ex 294 James (Jones, B & Son) v Nichols (Vallance & a. 
QB 295 Torrome (Hollams, Son & C) v Phillips & 
(Cattarns, J & H) SJ 
CP 296 James (J E Carter) v Seuth Eastern Railway Co 
(W R Stevens) 
QB 297 Raye & anr (Courtenay & C) v Broicher (Hollams, 
on 


QB 298 Hobson & Co(J McDiarmid) v Davie (Stevens, W & 
Q B 299 Cu:hway (J M Barnard) v Renwick (Ingledew, I & 
CP 300 Tuff (J A & H E Farnfield) v Swettenham (Clarkson, 


Son & G) 
CP 301 March & ors (E W Parkes) v Hayes (T J Phipos) 
Ex 302 Northway (R Moore) v Davey & ors (W Royle 
Ex 303 Fairbairns (C E Strong) v Mitchel! (Crouch & 8) 
CP 304 Kink & ors (Lawrence, P & B) v Beck & anr (L Gold- 


berg) 
Ex 305 Ostrom & Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash & F) 
C P 306 British Land Co, limd (R & A Russell) v Johns 


(T ussel) 
CP 307 Croft (J Croft) v Williams (R Harv 
CP 308 Loperena (Waltons, B & 


Sons) SJ 

CP 309 tg & Co (Redpath & H) v General Steam Navigt- 
tion Co) (W Batham) SJ 

CP 310 Turquand (Same) v Pyke (M J hg 8J 

Ex 311 Randell, Saunders & Co (Lumley & L) v Thorn & Go 
(GS & H Brandon) 

Q B 312 Cooper (H Reid) v Naylor (F & T Smith & dong 

QB 313 P (M Scott & Baker) v Cruickshank & aor (F W 

ams) 

QB 314 Jones (Crook & S) v Lundy (Learoyd & Co) 

Q B 315 Rogers (F Bradley) v Anderson (N Willicombe) 8J 

CP 316 Green (C E Lamb) v Kirkwood (Allen & ay 

B 317 Bridgett (F Bradicy) v Bulmer Brothers (F Heritage 





@ B 318 Pearee (Same) v Same (Same) 
Q 





)v Tally (Wontner & | 
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QB 319 Berbam (S J Robinson) v Hall (G Blagden) CP 374 The Val de Travers Asphalte Paving Co, limd (Ellis 
QB 320 Niger Merchants, limd (Brooks & C) v London and & Crossfield) v North Met Tram Co (H € Godfray) SJ 
Provincial Marine Insurance Co (Crosley & B) SJ QB 375 ‘2 Bergue (Pritchard & Sons) v Tanner (Taylor, M, 
OP ae oe ST OY WY Redway (FS & G5! QB 376 Leckey (Chorley & C) v Ward (Patey & W) 


. , C P 377 Peters (Allin & G) v Lovejoy & anr (H S Austin 
cP ae Albans Bank, limd (Crosley & B) v Yule (Phelps & | Q & 378 ‘The Northumberland Steele’ Shipping Co, limd, & ors 


OP 298 Vane & or (J 1 Shearman & Son) v King (Hilearys | ge. 379 Theodore Jonse a Oo (lerrell &'H) v Woodward 
aie” - Wellborne & Son) ' 
4E Learoyd & Co) v New Civil Service Co-opera- | , ( A “ 
&® Pig A (A T Hewitt) SJ pera | Q B 380 Mitchell (Brighten & P) v Roper (J H Lydall) 
CP 326 ony eee (Lowless & Co) v Palmer (Dawes & 











Sons 
CP 326 Stanton (Same) v Pirie & Co (Johnson, Uptons & Co) 


CP 327 Elmore & anr (Same) v Swettenham (W Batham) PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


CP 328 Hoole (J C Stogdon) v Elibank (J-Raven & Co) SJ J 
QB 329 Cuffe (Morley & S) v Greaves (King & McMillin) SJ why es 
CP 330 Scbrader (Walter & Moojen) v The Great Eastern Ry GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
w) S 3 Cent. Consols, 94 A ities, April, ’85, 
Risen R:; Co) ‘Waltons, B & W) v Wilson & C Ditto for fceount, 34h" Do. (Red Sea T.)'Aug. 1508 
cP er 1 &C ft. ) & Co Do, 3per Cent.Rednoed, 943 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct par 
»nwiess 0 ° 2 ’ , , . . 
QB 332 The London & Yorkshire Steam Ship Co, lima (Cat- Ee ehincduat, aie.ee | antieeraee 
tarns, J & H) v Gledden (Hollams, Son, & C) S Do. 24 aoe Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank’ of England Stock — per 
CP 333 Burrage (J B Pittman) v Ellis (H $ Smith) Do. § per Cent., Jan.’78 Ct. (last half-year), 61 
QB 334 Chalmers & anor (W Harwood) v Keeling (W W | Annuities, Jan.’80 Ditte for Account, 


Wynne) 
Ex 335 Girvin (Mercer & M) v Grant & Clark & Punchard 
nat ee se & soi luot, T, & L) INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
Ex irch (Same) v Same Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent., July, "80,104 ) Enf.Pr.5 Cnt., May,’7 
Ex 337 Vincent (Same) v Same (Same) Ditto for Aesount. ul Ditto Deveate —— 4 pee Conte 
Fx 338 Holt (Keene & M) v Kincey (Wood & H) Ditto 4 perCent., Oct. ’88, 1024 April, ’64 
Ex 3:9 West (W Tucker) v Bousfield (Sorrell & Son Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. '73 


4 : : h : Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 {| Do. Bonds,4 per Cent. £1000 
QB ary (J McDiarmid) v Hollington & anr (Pattison, | s7a‘gnt.pr.,§ per C.,.Jan.72 | Ditto, ditto, wader £1000 


0 
QB oe & avr (A G Ditton) v Klein (Hollams, Son 


QB 342 Cuffe (Morley & S) v Short (Jones, A & J) SJ RAILWAY STOOK. 
Ex 843 Rayner (Deane & L) v The Mayor, &c, of Rother- 
ham & anr (Stevens & Co) Railways. -\Closing Price 

QB 344 Dutrulle (Blackford, R, K, & W) v The Compagnie 
den Messageries Maritimes de France (Gellatly, Son Bristol and Exeter 

WwW Caledonian 


& W) 
QB 345 Corbett (Ingledew l& G) v White (Cc C Ellis & Co Glasgow and South-Western wuiegnaidetoses eevee] 
CP 36 Morgen & ra Attenborough) v Wostenholme = rer euthewry SOCK ccoccccccccesceces 1 
anr (Lowless & Co Do., A Stock* 
QB 47 Roy, Prichard, & Co (J C Campbell) v Penney (J lareat Southern and Western of ireiand 
Hands & Miller) v G ccna pha Pen 0 ag 
Ex 348 Dae son (Miller iller) vy Grant ar unchard n re and Yorkshire 
(Ashurst, M, & Co; Blunt, T & L) renee, Drteten, —< ee c 
CP 349 Claxton (C Smith) v Sutton & anr (Hicklin & gene nah ary a 
Ex 350 Arnold (Scott, J & T) v Lansdell (Collyer, B, W & R London and South Western........cscsse--. noel 
CP 351 Amazon Tug and Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......00+ 
Co) v Laing (J W Hickin) Metropolitan } 


QB 362 Cooper, Trustee, &c (Stibbard, G & C) v Neil (W k| | Do., District 


topher N - | 

Ex 353 Welsh Steam Coal Collieries Co, limd (Miller & M) v wed ane 
Gaskell (Few & Co) North Lond -_ 
QB 354 Oe eh) aghaa 8, K & 8) v Walker & anr North Staffordshire wnsvwenemeneernt 
«reer a von 

CP sop nen g & ors (Freshfields & W) v Caldwell (J B | StockiSouth-Eastern 
QB 356 pee & anr (Hollams, Son & C) v Gerich & Co * A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 

(Linklater & Co) SJ 

CP 357 Rrendt & ors (W A Crump & Son) v Koegler (Plews 


& Co) 
QB 358 Hobbs (Noon & C) v London, Tilbury, & Southend 
Railway Go (anger & Co) ‘ — BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


QB 359 Hobbs, jun (Same) v Same (Same) BIRTH 
QB 360 Fowler (Hollams, Son & C) v Stephens (Lowless & TemPieR—June 24, at Holm Cottage, Harrow, the wife of 


Co) SJ r 
Ex 361 Hunter (H C Nisbat & Co) v Steel & aur (Same) Frederic G. Templer, of the Inner Temple, of a son. 
QB 362 Green & ors (H Kimber & Co) v Gowland & ors (Ellis MARRIAGES. 
& Crosefield ; Underwood & — ALpRipge—PaLMzR—June 21, at All Saints’, Benhilton, 
Ex 363 Learoyd Slaereya & Co) v Latham & Co(H Wood-]| Sutton, Surrey, Alfred Frank Aldridge, of Fenchurch House, 
wards) § and Sutton, Surrey, solicitor, to Laura Mary Gilbert, daughter 
Ex 364 Gammon (F Dollman) v Corporation of the Hall of | _ of the late William Palmer, of Stone Cot House, Sutton. 
Arts and Sciences (Burchells) BourrLowER—SAXoN—June 21, at St. Margaret’s, Bowden, 
CP 365 Weller (Trinders and Curtis-Hayward) v Churchill} Edward Boutflower, sulicitor, Manchester, to Mary Elizabeth, 
(Abbott & Co) daughter of the late Wm. Saxon, C.E., The Castle, North- 
CP 366 Isaac (Dighy & J) v Ellis (Blake & Snow) wich. 
CP 367 Smart (Lowless & Co) v Romanes (Jackson a) Wricut—Grsson—June 16, at St. Mark’s, Summer-hill 
B 368 Weatherly (E Flux & L) v Duché (Pritchard & E) SJ Birmingham, James Thomas Wright, solicitor, of London and 
cp 869 Abrahams (Noon & C) v Mordecai (L Lewis) Leicester, to Mrs, J. C. Gibson, widow of Dr. Gibson, of 
QB 3/0 Anderson, Anderson, & Co (Hollams, Son, & C) v| Droitwich. 
Thos, Stephens & Sons (Lowless & ky SJ DEATHS. 
CP ee a OW bree ey, » & 8) v West, Bane pee 19, at Stoney Hills,sEsher, John Baily, Q.C., 
UVajion oO ox aged 
CP 372 Sommerville & anr (E F B Harston) v Isaacs & anr | Lz Motraz—June 2, at the Vicarage, Helion, Bumpstead, 
(WH Belerte) Arthur James Le Mottée, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at- 
C P 373 Ottaway (In Person) v Hamilton (Mead & D) law, aged 29, 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Turspay, June 26, 1877. 
Curling, Robert, and Horatio Noble Pym, 3, Frederick’s place, Old 
Jewry, London, Solicitors. June 23 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Farway, June 22, 1877, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Horrocks and Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an order dated 
May !7, sppointed John Adamsom, Norfolk street, Manchester, to 
be Official liquidator. Oreditors are required, on or befere July 31, 
to send their names and adéresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to the above. Tuesday, Aug 7, at 12, is appvinted for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Darlaston Stee! and Iron Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 
order dated May 28, appointed Alfred Ebenezer Wenham, Aun st, 
Birmingham, to be official liquidator 


Tugspay, June 26, 1877. 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 

Avonside Sugar Refinery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented June 22, d rected to be heard before V.C. Malins on Fricay, 
July 6. Whites and Co, Little Trinity lane, agents for Brittan and 
Co, Bristol, solicitors for the petitioners 

Fine Art Publishing Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated June 16, it was ordered that the above company be 
— up. Warmington, Gresham buildings, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners 

London and Provincial Skating Rink Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated June 16, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up cf the above company b3 continued. Ashurstand Co, 
Old Jewry, solicitors tor the petitioners 

Old Taiargoch Lead M:ning Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented June 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on 
Saturday, July ¥, Chester and Co, Staple inn, agents for Walker 
and Sniith, Chester, solicitors for the petitioners : 

Shirland Col icries Company, Liaited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented April 4, directei to be heard before the MR. on July 7, 
Robinson and Prest: n, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Colborne and 
Ward, Newport, Mon, solicitors for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpay, June 22, 1877. 
- Uaion Friendly Society, Hare and Hounds Inn, Wellington, Salop. 
une 16 


TuesvayY, June 26, 1877. 
St George’s Loyal Union Benefit Society, Pied Horse, St George’s, 
Gloucester. June 23 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, June 19, 1877. 
Baily, Richard, Banbury, Oxtord, Tailor. July 7. Baily v Harris, 
V.C. Hal. Croft, Bueklersbury 
Duck, George Francie, Down, Kent, Yeoman. July 14. Duck v Duck, 
V.C. Heli. Willett, Bromley 
Ive, William, St Lawre ce, Kent, Gent. July 18. Robinson v Shool- 
bred, V.C. Ha!!, Sm th and Son, Furnival’e inn 
Lenny, Charl-s, North End, Croydon, Coach Builder. July 24. Lenny 
v Lenny, V.C. Hall. Harris and Powell, Essex st, Strand 
Levy, Samuel, Longacre. July 10. Graygoose v Levy, V.C. Malins. 
Tillyard, Ki: g -t 
Offord, George, Bishopsgate st without, Saw Maker. July 17. Hart 
v Offord, M.R. Foster, Brunew ck sq 
Sao P dro (’razil) Gas Company, Limited. Sept7. Barry v The Sao 
Pedro (Brezii) Gas Compauy, Limited, M.R. Hopgood, Whiteball 
ace 
ilton, Isabella, Paradise st, Marylebone, Chimney r~¥ July 2. 
Wilton v Lashmar, V.C. B.con. Tilsley, Abchurch ya' 
Fripay, June 22, 1877. 
Hodges, Charles Mil-s, B:idge, K:nt, Butcher. July 26. 
Hodge:, V.C. H ll. Sunkey and Co, Canterbury 
Marson, Jchn, Hi-lincdim, Micdiesex, Shell Fish Merchant. July 19. 
Lambv Lamb, V.C. Bacon. Summerlin and Heritage, Sise-lane, 
Queen Vicioria st 
Other, Christoprer, jun, Richmond, York, Esq. July 21. Wright v 
Other, V.C. Halil. ‘Teale, Leyburn 
Scarborough, Thomas. Riven»tonedale, Westmoreland, Yeoman. July 
30. Lindsay v M tcalfe, V.C. Malins 
Stewa't, Charles, Manchester, Merchant. Aug 1. Colville y Ham- 
ond, V.C. Hall. Bow rand Cotton, Chancery lane 
Wilkins, Frecerick George, Poplars, Leyton, x, Bullion Broker. 
Ju'y 21. Wilkins v W lkins, V.C. Hali, Carey and Co, West-street, 
Fin-bury circus 
Wilkinson, Rev John, Broughton ‘Gifford, Wilts. July 20. Wilkinson 
v Prat, V.C. Malins. Awdry, Melksham 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Viot. enp. 36. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, June 15, 1877. 
Abrahams, Shenck Mackleh, Dover. July 28. Claris, Dover 
Harold Wainwright, Liverpool, Captain Militia. Aug 8. 

Radcliffe and Smith, Liverpool 

Reseens, Euward Henry, Monmouth, Banker. July 31. Deakin, 
opmonth 

Brooke, Eliza Langfor’, Cheltenham, Gloucester. July 9. Burland 

and Son, South Cave, York 
nie ee se. Oe Corbett, Worcester, Raq, July 12, Har 


Forid.@ 
Bury, J»m¢s Simpson, Blackpool, Lancashire, Gent. July 7, Grandy 
and Co, Manchester 


"Hewitt v 





= 

Braga, Joao Joaquim.de Carvalho, Braga, Portugal, Merchant, July: 
2. Crump and Son, Philpot Jane 

Chambers, Thomas, Chart-next-Sutton Valence, Kent, Yeoman. Aug 
6. Monckton and Co, Maidstone 

Cooke, Henry, Swinton, York, Manager. Aug 1, Harrop, Swintop, 
Rotherham 

Downes, George, Streatham, Surrey. July 31. Hunter and Downes, 
Coleman st 

Doyle, John O’Connell, Bahia, Merchant. July 21. Slater and Co, 
Manchester 

Echalaz, Rev John Manuel, Appleby, Leicester. Aug 31. Paine ang 
Co, Gresham House 

Finlay, Ano, Sunderland, Durham. July 20. Thomas Steel, Sunder. 
land 

Firbank, Anne, Charlton-next-Woolwich, Kent. July 26. Diggles, 
Hibernia chambers, London bridge 

Gardner, Maria, Hunstanton St Edmunds, Norfolk. July 20. Cates, 
Fakenham, Norfolk 

Habberfield, John, Strode, Somerset, Yeoman. June 30. Perham, 
Wrington 

Heginbottom, George, Southport, Lancashire, Esq. Sept 13. Brooks 
and Co, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Hill, Thomas, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Aug 1. Stevenson, 
Leicester 

Hinde, George, Carlisle, Ironfounder. Aug 15, Clutterback and 
Trevenen, Carlisle 

Hurst, Samuel, Manchester, Cotton Spinner. Aug 1. Hewitt, Man. 
chester 

Johnson, John Harrison, Liverpool, Chemist. July 18. Peacock ang 
Cvoper, Liverpovl 

Lacey, William Charles, Rylstone, Hants, Gent. July 30, Lacey ang 
Sonu, Bournemouth, Hants : 

Laughton, George, Sh«ffeld, Coachman. Aug 27. Taylor, Sheffield 

Leech, Peter, Liverpvol, Licensed Victualler. Aug. Radcliffe ang 
Smith, Liverpool 

Lievre, sarah Ord, Pinner, Middlesex. Aug 1. Clayton and Sons, 
Lancaster place, Strand 

Lomer, Wilsvv, Elvasion place, South Kensington, Esq. July 
Newman, Southampton 

Maxton, Peter, Tuubridge Wells, Kent, Shipowoer. July 24 Nas 
and Field, Queen st 

Mello, Arnuld, Brighton, Sussex, Esq, July 20. Trollope and Wingk- 
worth, Abingdon st, Westminster 

Mercer, ‘‘homar, Leicester, Gent. Aug 6. Haxby, Leicester 

Richards, }homas Smaliwood, Seymour st, Puriman sq, Esq. Oct I. 
Webster, Furnival’s inn 

Ryder, Charles Freae: ic, Close, Stafford, Lieut R.N. July6. Davide 
son and Burch, Spring gardens 

Salter, Thomas, Milner st, Islington, Gent, Aug 30, Fielder ané 
Sumner, Go.liman st, Docturs’ commons 

Samuel, Edwio Louis, Kensiogtoa gure, Banker. July 28. Hill and 
Son, Old Broad st 

Shaw, Mary, Turkington, Cheshire. July 20, Lingards and Newby, 
Mauchesier 

Summerson, George, Low Walker, Northumberland, Grocer. July 21. 
Bird, Newcustle-upon-Tyue 

Thompson, Juseph, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Gent. Aug I. 
Taoomas Stee!, Suuderiand 

Wale, James, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Dairyman. Aug 1. Mewasd 
Hooper, Shankiin 

Wo d, Chariotie, Kingswood, Warwick. July 23. Sanders and Smith, 

ey = A eT 
oudevck, John Nowell, Littletown-in- Livers ¥ Gent. Ji 
31. Laccaster and Wright, Bradford em ° 

Tuxspay, June 19, 1877, 

Andrews, John, Worcester, Builder. July 27. Corbett 

Braudon, Tuomas, broudesvury park, Willesden lane, Milliner. July 
3i, Alien aud sun, Carlisie st, soho sq 

Breiliat, Suphia, Crumball, Gloucester. July 30. Cumberland, Briste 

Brooks, Anu Lucks, Sioke, Devon, Aug 30. Gard, Devon 

Brooks, kmma 8 .rah, Stoxe Dem:rel, Devon, Aug 30. Gard, Devonport 

Carlton, Vary, beachfie!d, Lancashire, Juiy24, Wvodand Co, Manchester 

Cater, Joseph, Coveniry, Licensed Victualler, July 25. Lewes and Co, 


ventry 
net Redhill, Surrey, Esq. July 28. Meynell, Castle sf, 


Holbora 

Dale, Kichard, Iford, Hants, Yeoman, July 14. Druitt, jan, Bourne 
mou 

Dennison, Ieahella, Socthport, Lancashire. Aug 14. Field and Weight 
man, Liverpool 

Dovsworth, kdward, York, Coach Builder. July 14, Dent, York 

kicid, E izaveth isavelia, Bath, Sumervet. | 10, Little, Bath 

Ford, ‘1h was, Ardwick, Maochesucr, Geat. July 31, Chapmanand 
C:, Mancuester 

Glegg, Johu be-kervyle, Withington Hall, Cheshire, Esq. July & 
Brown aud Koger, Chester 

Greeest, Geurge, Suefilelu, Engineer. Aug 1. Binney and Sons, Shel 

i 


Greene, William, Titchfie'd, Hants, E-q. July 31. Wilkinson, Gosport 
bg new Mary Jane, Hare g.te, York. Aug J. Hirst aad Capt 
arrogate 

Gurney, 1homas, Amersham, Bucks, Farmer. July 28. Rutter aad 
Son, Finsvury circus 

Hardwick, Wiliam, Sandford, Hereford, Farmer. July 20, Daneh 

Hedgman, Jones im Bank, Surrey. July 31. Morley and Shirref, 
Pa merstun buildings, Old Broad st 

Jamcs, George, Kidgewoy, Hants, Esq. Aug 11. Bradby sad 0% 
Gresham Huuse 


Johoscn, Join Harrison, Liverpoal, Chemist. July 18. Peacockald 
Cooper, Liverpo 4 

Jones, Kuward, Ucheldre, Montgomery, Farmer, July 1%. Talbt 
and Co, Newwwn, Mntgomery 

Kono. Site Moukwesrwoin Shore, Durham. Aug & Willord, 


unde: 
Marshall, +1 zabeth, Newcastle-upon-T: I, Leitch and 
Neste ortny ae 
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—— 
Midgel Sarab, Bowd-n, Cheshire. July 31, Nicol and Co, Lime st 
Pirebforth, Abraham Orow her, Elland, York, Gent. July 18. Cham- 
and Chambers, Brgh use 
Pitenforth, Mary Ann, Elland, York. July 15. Chambers and Cham- 
h 


use 
geet ecits, Wilton crescent, Knightsbridge. July 18. Bircham 
‘and CO, Parli«ment st, Westminster 
Rapheel, John, Hampstead, Esq. Augl5. Travers and Co, Throg- 


st 
a, Roger Charnock, Preston, Lancashire, Esq. July 12. Charn- 
Jey and Finch, Preston 
Buel, Wilham Janes, High Holborn, Clerk. July 2. Cox, Claremont 


sent, Sack Noy, St Austell, Cornwall, Attorney’s Clerk. Aug 18, 
Carlyon ani Siephens, St Austell 
Ugiow, Williom, Newt n Abbot, Devon, Silversmith. July 2. Beachy, 
Newton Attor 
yan Tuy!, Maria Jane, Leek, Stafford. July 17. Killmister and 
Proctor, Macclesfi: 1d 
Walker, oo Huddersfield, York, Pawnbroker. July !. Ainley, 
Hudd-refield 
Watts, Richard, Nerthomberland st, Strand, Hotel Proprietor. July 
91. Bonner, King William st 
Bankrupts . 
Frinay, June 22, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Oreditorsmust forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Caper William John, Charlotte st, Fitzroy sq. Pet Feb 27. Hazlitt. 
uly 4 at 
cirri, aa New Kent rd, Grocer. Pet June 19. Brougham. 
Tuly 9 a! : 
a, Jvseph, Albert terrace, Knightsbridge, Tailor. Pet June 18, 
' ghar. Julv sat il 
Foster, Wil'iam Henry, Nunhead, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 20. 
Spring-Rice. July Sat 1 y 
To surrender in the Country. 
Glubley, William Henry, Kilnsen, York, Farm Servant. Pet June 19, 
Rollitt, Kingston-upon-Hu'l, July 5 at 3 
Wrignt, Richar’, ard Jess.e Wright. Fairweather g reen, York, Yarn 
Finishers. Pec June 18 ee. Bradford. July 6 at 9 
TurspayY, Jone 26, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
Yo Surrender in London, 
Gordon, Allan, Cheps'ow viilas, Bayswater, no occupation. Pet June 
%. Kene. July 9at 11.30 
Michael, Jomes, Rattray rd, Brixton, Jeweller’s Factor. Pet June 22. 
Keene. June 9 »t iz 
Reed, Thomas Edwin, Battersea park rd, Butcher. Pet June 21. 
Pepys. July 11 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Callow, John Thomas, an John Thomas Smith, Fletton, Huntingdon, 
Corn Merchants, Pet June 2!. Gaches Peterborough, July 7atil 
Ha: bey, gnen, Leicester, Publican, Pet Jane 21. Ingram. Leicester, 


July 9at | 

ur, Thoma Jonah, Great Clacton, Essex, Grocer. Pet June 20. 
nes, Colches er, July 18 a. 3 

Kinnis, John, St Leonaid’s, Sussex, Dyer. Pet June 23. Young. 


Histincs, July 7 at 12 
» Smith, Leice-ter, Leather Factor. Pet June 21. Ingram. 
er, July 9at 12 
Skelton, Mary Jovephine, Handsworth, Stafford. Pet June 23. Cole, 
Birmingham, July 6 at 3 
Woodha'l, fhomas Al red, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham, Chain Mauu- 
facturer. Pet June 23. Marshall. Durham, Joly 18 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tusspay, June 28, 1877. 
Matshall, William Henry, Dirhim, Solicitor. June 18 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fava, June 22, 1877. 
Baddeley, Elizabeth, Preston, [ronmon:er. July 4 at 2 at the Shelley’s 
Arms Hote!, Fisherga'e, Peston. Qunliffe and Watson, Preston 
Char es H-nry, Harw ch, E-sex, Brazier, July 9 at 12 at 
Offices of Wet's, But‘ermarket, Ipswich 
Bayld n, James, Wrkefield, Yarn Manufacturer. July 2 at 1! at offices 
Gill and Hall, Silver st, Wakefield 
Bell, Richard Murton, Jewin st, Ancrioneer. July 2 at 12.30 at offices 
Of Buchanan «nd R gers Basinghall st 
Bennett, | lizabeth, M:dge Hal! Station, Lancashire, Iankeeper. J uly 
$ at 3 at: fives of Spencer. Winckley sq, Pres'on 
Berger, Leo, Philpot late, M:rchant. July 12 at 3 at offices of Lumley 
and Lumley, O.d Jewry cha:nbers 
y, William Grorge, C apham rd, Clapham, Biscuit Baker. July 
Sat | at the Guildhwl: Tavern, Gresham st, Anning, Cheapside 
James, Hilside, Suans+a, Eagineer. July 3 at 3 at offices of 
ine, Fisher st, Sw»nsea 
Booth, Arthur Jeremiah, ‘I'hr e Colt st, Limehouse, Shipping Buteher. 
July 6 at 1) at Mullin’s Ho:el. Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 
k, Albert, Jewin st, Perfumer, July 2 at 10.30 at offices of 
Parker ~ Brewed, Onanerry lane 
. n, inchim, Ironmonger. July 6at 3 at offices of 
aie ond poke. Bennert’s hill, Bivateqhenn 
ton, William, Pontesoury, Salo, Butcher. July 7 at 12 at offices 


of Broughal!, St John’s hill, Shr-ws Bury 

Batter, Horace, Northgate, Darlington, Actor. June 30 at 10,30 at 
Offices of Burton, Union e, Wirminghem 

Oartweri, Jobn, Liversedge, York, Merchant, July 9 ab 11 atoffides of 
sagt Cleckheaton 

Cartin, liam, Kinber‘ey, Nottingham, Builder. July 9 at 12 at 
Offices of Fraser, Wheelervate, Not’ tnmbatti 

Aaa William, and Oharles #ride ic Atkinson, Ne 

July 12 at 1) at offices of 


eth t ng Liicaee Kes pers, 


» Grainger st wess, 


pin 





Clark, William, London wall, Furnishing Ironmonger. July 4 at 2 at 
offices of Roche, Old Jewry 

Coaten, Henry, March, Isle of Ely, Grocer. July 6 at 1 at the Griffin 
Hotel, March. Wise, March 

Cook, Samue!, Hackthorne, Lincoln, Carrier. Jaly 7 at 11 at officesof 
Page, jun, Fiaxengate, Lincoln 

Cookson, Alfred, Bedford, Hat Manufacturer. July 9 at 2 at offices of 
Mitchell and Webb, Guildford st, Luton 

Doughty, Charles, Great Yarmouth.Currier. July 5 at 2 at offices of 
Steele, College hill, Costerton, Great Yarmouth 

Downs, William, Gr2at Dover st, Soathwark, Ironmonger. July 6 at 
12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Greechill, Gracechurch st 

Duff, Bernard, Jarrow, Durham, Beer-eller. July 6 at 10,30 at Bell’s 
Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle. Cox, Westgate, York 

Farmer, John, Thatcham, Berks, Miller. July 6 at 3 at offices of 
Denton and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Fawcett, James, Liversedge, York, Blanket Manufacturer. Joly 5 at 
Jat the Wickhym Arms Hotel, Railway Station, Mirfield Learoyd 
and Co, Huddersfield 

Fearnley, Arthur Samuel, Pye bank, Shefflald, Hosier. July 6 at 11 
at officss of Brook and Co, Haymarket chambers, Old Haymarket, 
Shettie'd 

Framptoo, Robert Christopher, Somerfield rd, Finsbury park, 
Auctioneer. July 9at3t9, King Edward st, Newgate st. Miles 

French, William Lonsdaie, Newc:stle-upon-Tyns, Engineer. June 2% 
at 2 at offices of Sewe!!, Grey st, Newcas le-upon-Tyne 

Fry, William, Bitton, Gloucesier, Grocer. July 3 at 11 at offices of 
Atchley, Clare st, Bristol 

Fryer, Ralph, Bolton, Cabinet Maker. July 4 at 11'at offices of Gooden, 
Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Gardener, Frederick, Duncen terrace, Is'ington, Warehouseman. July 
12 at 3 at 173, Bali’s Pond rd, Isiington. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Geere, Henry, Bedford, Draper. Ju'y 9 at 12 at offices of Conquestand 
Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

George, Peter William, Monmouth, Tailor. July 6 at 2 at offices of 
Williams, Whitecro<s st, Monmouth 

Gillies, Bryce, Sheffi:ld, Draper. July 6 at 12 at offices of Fernell, St 
James’ st, Shetfeid 

Goodson, Alfred, Peckham, Assistant Mantle Catter. July 6 at 12 at 
offices of Oidershaw, King’s Arm; yard, Moorgate st 

Goodyear, Samuel William, To:re, Devon, Grocer, July 10 at 11 at 
offices of Carter and Son, Cary buildings, Abbey rd, Torquay 

Greene, William Spence, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, General Broker. July 
9at 11 at offices of Keenlysite and Forster, St John’s chambers, 
Grainger st west, Newca-t e-upon-Tyne 

Gregg, Peter William, Mile End rd, Confectioner. June 30 at 10 at 
152, Westmins‘er bridge rd. Gouly 

Hallett, Evans, Giibert «t, Oxford st, Herbalist. June 29 at 2 at offices 
of MacMul'en, St Martin’s court, Leicester ’ 

Horgraves, James Halliday, ani Wier Hargraves, Burley, York, 
Builders. July 4 at 3 at offices of Edison, Albion st, Leeds 

Hands, Stephen, Birmingham, Chairmaker. July 3 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Harrison, William, Great. Moor-ho'm, York, Builder. July 2at 2 at 
offices of Bates, Zetland rd, Middiesvorough. Harrison, Great Moora~ 


holm 

Hawkins, Joseph Mil'ington, Birmingham, Manufacturing Jeweller. 
July 5 at 1! at offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Bi 

Hawksbee, Al'red, Great Coll-g+ st, Camien town, Cheesemonger. 
July 3 at 3at offices of Lewis, Hat.on garden, Holborn 

Hennessy, Ienatius Albert, Drury lane, Grocer. July 10 at 11 at offices 
of Parke, Strand 

Hepworth, Elijah, Kirkgate, Yor’, Bootmsker. July 5 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Horn-r, Wakefield 

Hibbard, Charles, Hilperto, Wilts, Butcher. ‘July 2 at 12 at offices 
of Rodway, Fo:e st, Trowbridge 

Honting, John. Cambridge, Licensed Victualler. July 4 at 2at offices 
of Gaches, Cuthetral gateway, Peterd rough 

Hantley, Joh, Halifat, Unbreila Maker. July 4 at 11 at offices of 
Longbottom, No-ihgate chambers, Halifax 

Ireland, James, Manchest«r, Cotten Waste Merchant. July 11 at 3 ab 
otfices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Irlam, Samuel, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler. July 6 at 3 at offices 
of Standring, King st, Soutn parade Rochdale _ 

Jackgon, John James, Ra slip, M ddiesex, Blacksmith. Jaly 9 at 3 at 
the George Inn, Uxbrdxe. Phi'p, Hayes 

Jackson, Moses, Barrow-in-Furness, Clohier. June 28 af 2 at the 
Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Nalder, Barrow- 
in-Furness 

Jackson, Robert, Gateshead, Durnam, out of business. July 2 at li at 
offices of Purdy, Co'lingwood st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Jackson, Wiliam E ward, Haliax, Fancy Dealer. July 5 at 3 at offices 
ot Burrell and Pickard, Alvion st, |ceds. Brown, Leeds 

Jebson, John, jun, Skelmanthorpe, Yer’, Skirt Manufacturer. July 6 
et 3at offices of Berry, Market piace Hudd: r-field 

Johnson, John, Nowesstle-upon-''yne, Rope M»nufacturer. July 2 at 
2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st Newca:t'e-upon-Tyne 

Jones, David, Aberys.with, Carugan, Jviner, July 7 at 12 at offices 
ot Jones, Great Dark gute st, Aberystwith 

Kel ett, Moses, A+hton-under-Ly se, Coon Waste Dealer. Jaly 9 at 
3 at offices ot Brooks and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Kibler, George, Alveston, Warwick, Builder. Jaly 11 at 1 at the 
Falcon Hote!,Straiford-upon Avon. Lane, Stratford-upon-Avon 

Lawrence, Jo-eph, Birmiagham, Machiuist. July 4 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, ‘Temple st, Birmingham 

Ligh: foot, Enoch. Wha t n, Cheshire, Grocer. July 9 at 10 at offices of 
Cooke ahd Cooke, Wins'ord, Cacshire 

Linter, Matilda Georgiva, Gosport, Hants, Licensed Victualler. 
Su'y 3 at 3 at offices oO Burke, Union st, Portsea 

Long, Henry Andrew, Greenureet, Kent, Grocer’s Assistant. July 4 
at 3 at the Fleur de Ly« Hotel, Ountersury. Till, Canterbury 

Lord, William, Heywood, Lancashire, Co.! Merchant. July 3at4 at 

Addieshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 





| Maries, George, Hampton Lacy, ath, eerie. July 6 at 12 


at offices of Senderson, Choreh at, War 
Matthews, Thowae Math. ws Harris, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, no 
ocoupacion. July 3, 2 af the Angel Hotel, Wootton Bassett. 
Barnes, Swindon, Wilts 
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Mead, Lewis, Newton Nethercote, Leicester, Brickmaker. July 5 at 
11 at offices of Dewes and Mussen, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester 
Mellard, Joseph, Rugeley, Ironmonger. July 4 at 11 at offices of 
Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Mellor, Arthur, Huddersfield, Butcher. July 3 at 3 at offices of 
Ainley, New st, Huddersfield 

Middletore, William, Walsall, Stafford, Beer Retailer. July 3 at 11 
at offices of Gloger, Park st, Walsall 

Munthe, William Frederick, Swanyea, Glamorgan, Broker’s Clerk. 
July 5 at 12 atthe Vivian Arms, Ferryside, Wind st, Swansea. John 

Newby, James, Bradford, Poultry Dealer. July 11 at 11 at offices of 
Hutchinson, Piccadiily, Bradford 

Norbury, Joseph, Cheetham, Lancashire, Boot Maker. July 5 at 11 
at off ces of Gould, Princess st, Manchester 

Paliridge Robert, Newton Abbot, Devon, Draper. Juiy 6 at 3.20 at 
M-gor’s Commercial Hote), Newton Abbot, Devon. Watts 

Parker, William Lovel!, Handsworth, Stafford, Clerk. June 29 at 11 
at offices of Walter, Ann st, Birmingham 

Parkes, Howard Charles, Coleman st, Accountant. July 10 at 12 at 
offices of Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmingham. Newman and 
Co, Corahi'l 

Peaccck, Robert Thomas, Coatham , York, Grocer. July 5 at 11 at 
offices « f Robron, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Pegg, Charles, Smethwick, Stafford, Draper. July 5 at 11 at offices of 
Simmons, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Peiter, William, H:lesowen, Worcester, Grocer. June 29 at Il at 
offices of Wall, Onion chambers, Stourbridge, Worcester 

Poulson, John, Leytonstone, Builder, July 4 at 2 at offices of 
Alien and Euwaras, Old Jewry 

Presto, Thunas, Westgate, York, Tailor. July 5 at 11 at offices of 
Bot omley, New st, Huddersfield 

Pull»n, James, Bolton, Lancashire, Music Hall Proprietor. July 5 at 
3 at offices of Ryley and Haslam, Mawd-ley st, Bolton 

Richardecn, Charles, and David Curr, Bury, Lancashire, Jute Spiuners. 
= te at 3 at offices of Addleshaw aud Warburton, King st, Man- 
chester 

Roberts, Evan, Swansea, Commission Agent. July 3 at 12 at oficesof 
Wiliiams, Abbey terrace, Llandilo, Carwarthen 

Robinson, William, Alired Robinson, and Arthur Robinson, Newton, 
Cheshire, Builders. July 5 at 12 at offices of Hibbert, Clarendon 
place, Hyde 

Rowcen, Juhn, and Robert Rowden, Exeter, Carvers. July 3 at 3 at 
offices. of Friend, Pust Otfice chambers, Exeter 

Russel, J: ffery, Malmesbury, Wit-, Builder. Joly 4 at 3at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Malmesbury. Blake, Malmesbury, W'lts 

Sadd, Alired William, East Dereham, Norfolk, Bru-h Manufacturer. 
June 29 at 4 at ottices of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Shene, Waiter John, Mile End rd, Schoolmaster. July 6 at 4 at 
offices of Willi-, Charies +q, Hoxton 

Shotton, John Fenwick, Blyth, Northumberland, Boot Manufacturer. 
June 29 at 12.40 at offices of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, 
Cul ingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Simpson, Henry, Widnes, Lancashire, Draper. July 5 at 2 at offices 
of Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Spencer, Wiliam Beanland, Halifax, Woolien Waste Dealer. July 6 
at 11 at offices of Walshaw, Crown st chambers, Halifax 

Spicer, Lot, Milton Abbas, Dorset, Miller. Julv 7 at 12.30 at the 
Junction Hotel, Vorchester, Dorset. Lock and Son 

Stallard, James, #risto!l, Keer Retailer. June 30 at 11 at offices of 
Evsery, Guilthall, Broad st, Bristol 

Sycenham, Joseph, and John Sydenham, Worship st, Finsburv, 
a July 9 at 2 at offices of Boyce and Ridley, Abchurch 
ane 

Taylor, Charles, Birmingham, Stationer. July 6 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes and Week-+, Temple st, Birmingham 

Taylor, Jo-eph, Darlaston, Stafford, Boat Builder. July 5 at 11 at 
offi: es of F-llows, Mount pleasant, Bilston 

Taylor, Robert Nathaniel, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Tin Plate Merchant. 
daly 11 at 3 at offices cf Bell, Lambton st, Sanderland 

Thomas, Edward, Atertillery, Monmouth, Grocer. July 5 at 12 
at offices of Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol. Vaughan, Newport, Mon 

Tozer, Wiliam Henry, Bristo!, Cabinet Maker. July 2 at 11 at offices 
o: Hancock, Guildhall, Broad »t, Bristol 

Vangban, John, Mumbles, G'»m rgan, Paiater. July 3 at 3 at offices of 
Beer, Gloucester place, Swansea 

Venner, George, Ford, Somerset, Butter Factor. June 28 at 11 at 
ottices of Reed and Cook, Pau! st, Taunton 

Vickery, Joseph, Harborne, Stafford, Grocer. July 5 at 12 at offices 
of Liwe, Newhall st, Birmi:gham 

Wake, William, Goole, York, Ship Builder. July 10 at 3et officesof 
Hind, Goole 

Wsliace, Robert, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Boot Manufactarer. July 6 
at 2 at offices of Mather, Commerce court, Liverpool. Barrow and 
Cook, St Helen’s, Lancashire 

Webster, Richard, New Brighton, Cheshire, Insurance Agent, July 5 
at 11 at the Ranelagh Hotel, Chester st, Birkenhead 

Wenney, John, Clee, Lincolo, Fish Salesman. July 11 at 1) at 
oftices of Grange aud Wintriugham, St Mary’s chambers, West St 
Mary’s gate, Great homage 

West, Ainnworth, Buckley, Flint, Machine Dealer. July 3 at 2 at the 
Angei Hotel, Dale st, Liverpool. Roper 

White, J. hn Harry, Tavistock, Devon, Spirit Merchant, July 4 at 12 
at offices of Bridgman, Church lane, Tavistock 

Whittle, Willian Thom+s, Manches:er, Quiit Manufacturar. July 6 at 
3 at offices of Hankinson, St James’s 6q, Manches:er 

Wild, Kamusd, Manchester, Yarn Polisher. July 3 at 3 at the 
Waterlvo Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Vaughan-Jones, Manchester 

Williams, Charles McTagg:r!, Fillongley, Warwick, Coll Con- 
tractor, July 12 at 12.40 at the Bull Hotel, Nuneaton. Hughes and 
Messer, C ventry 

Withel!, William, weacornees, York, Butcher. July7 at 10.30 at 
the New Giobe Ino, Malton, York. Williamson, borough 

Womersley, T York, Boot Maker. July 14 at 12 at 

office of ylor, Northgate, Cleckheaton 

Woodward, Frederick George, Bath, Svationer: June 29 at 12 at 1, 
at ofhees of Cratvwel!, Harrington place, Bath 





Tuespay, June 26, 1877, 

Arnall, Thomas Tuck, and Thomas Arnall, Redruth, Cornwall, Wire 
Merchants. July 9 at 2 at; «fices of Paull, Quay st, Truro, Peter, 
Redruth 

Baker, Elizabeth, Wolverhampton, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at offices of 
Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 

Balderston, William, Spilsby, Lincoln, Merchant, July 12 at 11 at 
the Yarborough Hotel, Great Grimsby. Bell, Louth 

Batten, James William, Sonning, Berks, Builder. July 10 at 3 at the 
Upper Ship Hotel, Duke st, Reading. Beale and Martin, Reading 

Benning, Albert Frederic, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 6 at 3 at 
offices of Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bickerton, R:chard, Oldham, Lancashire, Brickmaker. July ll atlt 
at offices of Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 

Billingh»m, Frederick Joseph, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. July 6 at2 
at offices of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, 

Blake, John, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Colliery Manager. July 10 at 
10.30 atthe Grund Hotel, Bristol. David, Newport, Mon 

Block, Aaron, Great St andrew st, Bloomsbury, Curiosity Dealer, 
July 16 at 3 at offices of Myer, New Bridge st, Blackfriars 

Booth, Thomas, and John Thomas Booth, Rochdale, Cotton Spinners, 
July 11 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Hanging Ditch, 
Manchester. March, Rochdale 

Brunt, Jobn, Roystone, York, Publican. July 9 at 11 at officesof 
Gray, Eldon st, Barnsley 

Burgess, Peter, Macclesfield, Tea Dealer, July 20 at 3 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Burton, Joseph, Liverpool, Butcher. July 14 at 11 at offices of Lowe, 
Castile st, Liverpool 

Cakebread, Thomas, Sulgrave, Northampton, Stone Mason. July 9at 
12 at offices of Whitehorn, High st, Banbury, Oxford 

Carr. Will‘am Mattison, Crook, Durham, Innkeeper. July 9 at 4 at 
offices of Milburn, Crook 

Cleave, Horatio, Leicester, Timber Merchant. July 9 at 3 at offices of 
Hunter, Halford st, Leicester 

Cleminson, Joshua, Rochdale, Grocer. July 3 at 4 at the Albion Hote, 
P.ccadilly, Manchester. Roberts 

Cooper, Timothy Godwin, Hurtl-pool, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Bell, Church st, Weet Hartlepool 

Cormell, (and not Connell, as erroneously printed in Gazette of 19th 
inst.) Joseph, Birmivgham, Builder. July 2 at 12 at offices of 
Pointen, Temple row wes', Birmingham 

Craven, Thomas, Hulme, Lancashire, Mason. July 12 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Peacock and Gracie, 
Manchester 

Cross, John, Preston, Brickmaker. July 9 at 11 at offices of Thompson, 
Lune st, Preston 

Crundell, Walter John, Leominster, Watchmaker. July 1) at 3 at 
offices of Moore, Corn sq, Leomins'er 

Daniell, Mary Charlotte, Manchester, Fancy Goods Dealer. July 6 at 
3 at offices of Fox, Princes: st, Manchester 

Dealey, Daniel, Smethwick, Stafford, out of business. July 11 at ll 
at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Dickin-on, Joseph, Norton, York, Shoemaker. July 6 at 11 at offices 
of Bartliff, Market place, Malcon 

Dyson, John, Huddersfield, Chemical Manufacturer. July 11 at ll a 
offices of Johnson and Crook, Market walk, Hudderefield 

Eastham, James, Prestun, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at offices of Ambler, 
Cannon st, Pres'on 

Edmonds, Jubal Henry, Fenchurch st, Accountant. July 10 at 12 
offices of Rogers and Chave, Queen Victoria st 

Faulkner, George, jun, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Bootmaker. July 
9 at 3 at offices of James, Temple st, Birmingham 

Feeney, Hubert William, Wolverhampton, General Dealer. July 4 at 
11 at offices of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Fletcher, Francis, recon, Licensed Victaller. July 10 at 2at officesof 
Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Forster, Joseph, Over D-rwen, Painter. July 6 at 11 at the Old Bull 
Hotel, Blackburn. Costeker, Over Darwen 

Fiance, James, Dewsbury, Cirpet Manufacturer. July 4 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Dewsbury. LTbberson, Dewsbury 

Fryer, Henrv, Wakefieid, General Ironmonger, July 10 at 11,30 a 
oifices of Kemp, Bars'ow sq, Wakefield 

Galioway, William, Bradford, Carver. July 7 at 11 at offices of 
Layton and Jaques, Ely place, Holborn. Singleton, Bradford 

Gent, Georue, Preston, Reed Manufacturer. July 9 at 2.30 at offices 
of Edels on, Winckley s', Preston 

Goodson, Thomas, Buitonsborough, Somerset, Yeoman, July 11 at il 
at offices of Holmao and Bath, Glastonbury 

Gray, Th»mas, Croydon, Engineer. July 9 at 10.80 at offices of 
Ambrose «nd Co, Devereux court, Temple 

Green, Septimus, Great Baddow, Essex, Butcher. July 11 at il # 
Offices of Blyth, Chelmsford 

Gregory, h Emma, Arundell st, Coventry st, Haymarket, Hotel 
Proprietor. July 9 at 3 at 4, Arundel! st, Coventry st, Hay: 
Cavell 

Griffiths, James William, Dartmouth, Baker. July 9 at 12 at ile 
Castle Hovel, New Quay, Dartmouth. Pearse, Plymouth 

Gann, John, Nottingham, out of business. July 6 at 12 at offices 
Belk, Middle pavement, Notti.gham 

Hawkesworth, Uharles Owen, Leeds, Plumber. July 9 at 11 at officesof 
Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Hewitt, Haddon, Tenbury, Worcester, Builder. July 6 at 12.90 at 
the Corn Kxchange Hail, Tenbury. Norris and Miles, Tenbury 

Hitchcock, Augusius, Landport, Hants, Coal Merchant. July 10at4 
at Toiterdell’s Hotel, St George’s sq, Portsea 

Horton, Richard, N rmanton Common, York, Shopkeeper. July 6 st 
11 at offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Horwood. James Henry, Gib-on sq, Islington, Metal Merchant. July 
6 at 4 ot offi. es of Payne, Serjeant»’ inn, Temple 

Humphreys, Kichard Willism, !'raomere, Cheshire, Gasftter. July 7 
at ti at offices of Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

James, John, Birmingham, Exoavator. July 6 at 11 at offices of 
E£aden, Bennett's hill, Birmi: gham 

Joseph, Morris, Leeds, Hat Manutactarer. July 11 at 8 at offices of 
Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 

Kaufmann, Adoiph, Crown court, Threadneedle st, Share Dealer. Jay 

\ 16 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham at. Neal 
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emp, Nathaniel, Hyde, Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. July 10 at 11 
at offices of Vaughan and Sons, Tiviot Dale, Heaton Norris, Lanca- 


shire 

Knight, William Augustus, Birmingham, Butcher. July 6 at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands, Ann st, Birminghan 

Lsird, Richard, Cliftonville, Eogineer. July 11 at 2 at offices of 
Harrisons, Fowkes buildings, Great Tower st 

Lambert, Edward, liverpool, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at offices of Roose 
and Price, North John st, Liverpool. Wilson, Live 

Ise, Charles, Manchester, Wholeca'e Dealer. July tl at 11 at the 
Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Whitehead, Manchester 

r ton, John, Shap, Westmore'and, Butcher. July 9 at 2.30 at offices 

Arnisons, St Andrew’s place, Penrith, Cumberland 

Lewie, John Walter, Tredegar, Mon, Carpentery. Jul 6 at 11 at offices 
of Harris, Morgan st, Tredegar 

Lord, William, Leeds, Linen Manufacturer. July 10 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burreli, Albion st, Leeds 

lanky, Anthooy, Leeds, Kutcher, July 9 at 2 at offices of Markland 
and Davy, Albion st, Leeds 

Martin, Emile, Swansea, Licensed Victualler, July 6 at 3 at offices of 
Glascodine, Fisher s*, Swansea 

Mathias, Ber jamin, Swansza, Hosier. July 5 at 3 at offices of Glasco- 
dine, Fisher st, Swansea 

Mayrard, William, Banwell, Somerset, Baker, July 10 at 2 at offices 
of Selmon and Henderton, Broad st, Bristol 

Melhuish, Joshua, Newtown, Bristol, Butcher. July 4 at 12 at offices 
of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Menzies, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper, July 4 at 3 at offices 
of Singletup, Exchange buildings, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon- 

‘ull , 


Hull 

Miles, Charles Henry, Leighton rd, Kentish town, House Decorator. 
July 5 at 3 at offices of Movre, Bedford row, Holborn 

Milnes, Thomas, Oldham, Cotton Spinner. July 2 at 3 at offices of 
Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 

Money, Frederick John, Brighton. Doctor of Medicine. July 10 at 12 
at 1678, North st, Brightor. Wilson and Stuckey, Brighton 

Normington, William Emmett, Huddersfield, Confectioner. July 9 
at 3 at offices of Ainley, New st, Huddersfield 

Ollett, Frederick, Rainham, Kent, Grocer, July 4 at 8 at offices of 
Hobbard and Co, Bucklersbury 

Parkes, Noah, jun, Oldbury, out of business. July 9 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, O.\dbury 

Peters, Alexander, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. July 9 at 10.15 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Temple gate, Bristol. Parry, Pembroke 


Dock 

Pocock, Joshua, Holt, Wilts, Farmer. July 9 at 11 at offices of Foley 
and Son, The Mart, Manvers st, Trowbridge 

Poulson, Jens Peter, Middlesborough, General Merchant. July 7 at 
12 at the Turk’s Head Hotel, Newcastle-upon-lyne. Fawcett, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

Prax, David, Manchester, Tailor, July 2 at 3 at offices of Sampson, 
South King st, Manchester 

Pring, Henry Burgoyne, Newport, Mon, Coal Merchant. July 7 at 12 
at offices of Vaughan, Deck st, Newport 

Pritchard, George, Chester, Coa] Merchant. July 7 at 3 at offices of 
Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester 

Prosser, Thomas Nuthall, Coventry, Manufacturing Fancy Stationer. 
July 9 at 11 at offices of Seymour, St Mary’s st, Coventry 

Rafter, John, Salford, Lamp Dealer. July 12 at 3 at offices of Law, 
Ridgefield, Manchester 

Reynolds, Enoch, Darlaston, Stafford, Provision Dealer. July 11 at 11 
at offices of Corbett, Penfold st, Darlaston 

Ring, Joseph, Southampton, Tailor. July 10 at $ at offices of Killby, 
Portland st, Southampton 

Robinson, Eiza, Dewsbury, Draper. July 18 at 2.30 at offices of 
Stapleton, Union st, D:wsbury 

Russell, William, Hednesford, Stafford, Draper. July 9 at 11 at 
Station st, Hednesford 

Sagar, Aeron, Gateshead, Clothier. July 10 at 2 at offices of Joels, 
Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Scattergood, Henry, Lancaster, Mechanic. July 11 at 3 at offices of 
Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Scotfield, Jacob, Radford, Nottingham, Miner. July 10 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Sedgwick, Leonard, Sedbergh, York, Butcher. July 10 at 12 atthe 
White Hart Inn, Sedbergh. Robinson, Sedbergh 

Seed, William Henry, Scarborough, Music Hall Proprietor. July 3 at 
the Sommen Hotel, Market st, Bradford, in lieu of the place originally 


nam 
Siddron, James, Dewsbury, Grocer. July 11 at 2.30 at offices of Staple- 


ton, st, Dewsbury 

Bkoulding, Francis, Knoddishall, Suffo'k, Miller. July 9 at 2 at the 
White Hart Inn, Saxmundham. Pollard, Ipswich 

Smirfitt, James, Wakefield, Draper. July 7 at 11 at offices of Gill and 
Hall, Silver st, Wakefield 

Smith, James, Friskney, Lincoln, Farmer. July 6 at 1! at offices of 


Dyer, Church lane, n 
Snow, Elizabeth, Barnstaple, Corset Maker. July 11 at 11 at officesof 
Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Bohrenssen, Charles, Swansea, Grocer. July 7 at 1! at offices of 
» York place, Swansea 
Stansfield, William, Todmorden, York, Bootmaker. July 1! at 11 at 
offices of Rottomley, New st, Huddersfield 
Stanton, Benjamin, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. July 6 at 3 at 
offices of Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 
Steeper, John, Faldingworth, Liacoln, Farmer, July 11 at 11 at offices 
of Chambers, Market Rasen 
Stevenson, David, Leeds, Tailor. July 11 at 2 at offices of Rooke and 
Tumnet Aehton, Cheteada Bg 1 
uu 
Cowdell High are - aed uly 10 at ll at offices of 
Ea ao Sastings, Grocer. July 9 at 13 at4, Arthur st 
Tynte, Tenby, Pembroke, Major in Her Majesty’ 
July 9 at 2 at the Guildhall, te Gwyave 
iJ 
vis, Bristol, Innkeeper, July 7 offices 
Corn st, Bristot eee ° 





Wells, John Calvin, Liverpool, Sewing Machine Dealer. July 7 at 11 
at offices of Rowlands, Aon st, Birmingham 

Weston, Albert, Bristol, Coal Merchant. July 11 at 12 at offices of 
Beckingham. Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Wetherill, William Thomas, Over Darwen, Cotton Manufacturer. 
July 6 at 3 at offices of Smith and Garnett, Booth st, Manchester. 
Dean, ston 

White, Henry Freshwater, Romford, Builder. July 6 at 3 atthe Red 
Lion Hotel, Romford. Brown, Basinghall st 

Willcox, William, Upper Berkeley st, Portman sq, Loizing House 
— July 20 a: 4.at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn. Yorke, Maryle- 


e P 
Williams, Joseph Stephen, Bristol, Tailor. July 10 at 2 at offices of 
Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol 


CAVE CANEM. 








POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 


TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 


The celebrated and very valuable Freehold fally-licensed Public-house 
situate at the top of the Haymarket, at the corner of Cove try-street 
and Great Windmill-street, and known as the Wilton (Scott's), let 
on lease at an exceedingly low rental, and offering to trustees, 
capitalists, brewers, and the trade a thoroughly safe «nd profitable 
investment.—In the High Court of Justice, Chancery Divison : 
Cook v. Dey. 


\ KY EATHERALL & GREEN will SELL, by AUC- 

TION, at the MART, near the Bank of England, on TUES- 
DAY, JULY 3, at ONE o’clock, in one Lot (by direction of his Lordsni 
the Master of the Rolls), the important and very valuable FREEHOL 
PROPERTY, wellknown as the Wilton (Scott’s), comprising the 
houses No. 20, Coventry-street, and No. 2, Great Windmill- 
street, immediately opposite the Haymarket, and one of the finest 
positions at the West-end, It is now let om lease to a most 
responsible tenant atthe exceedingly low rental of £500 a year. 
which may be considered merely a ground-rent. as, irresp-ctive of the 
rental value of the property, it possesses in addition the security of the 
present large and increasing very profitabie trade, which, on the expira- 
tion of the present lease, will of necessity command an adequate pre- 
micm for a renewed term. The premises are of a most substantial 
character, and decorated in a superior ani tasty manner. The bar has 
six entrances, and is especially arranged to meet the uirements of 
the trade, and the domestic accommodation is particularly adapted for 
a large establishment. 

May be viewed by permission of the tenant, and particulars 
obtained at the Mart; of Messrs. WEATHERALL & GREEN, Auc- 
tioneers, 22, Chancery-lane ; of 

Messrs. BARNARD & SON, 8, Lancaster-place, Strand; of 

Messrs. M.& F. DAVIDSON & BURCH, Solicitors, 35, Spring- 
gardens ; and of 

EUSTACE W. OWLES, Esq., Solicitor, No, 22, Chancery-lane. 


IRECT CONTINENTAL STEAM PASSENGER 

SERVICE.—The GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION COM- 

PANY’S STEAM SHIPS leave Irongate and St. Katharine’s Wharf, 
near the Tower, for 

HAMBURG.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, Saturday, and Sunday. 
July 3rd,at 9; Sthand 7th, at 10a.m. Fares: Saloon £2 5s, ; fore 
cabin, £1 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, £3 8s.; fore cabin, £2 4s. 

ANTWERP.—Evergy Tuesday, Thursday, and Satorday, at noon. 
Fares: Saloon, £1 48,; fore cabin, 6s, Return tickets: Salocou, 
£1 17s. ; fore cabin, £1 4s, 6d. 

OSTEND.—Every Wednesday an y. 
7th, at9 a.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s, ; fore cabin, lds. 
Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, £1 1s. 

BOULOGNE.—Jalv Ist, at 3 a.m. ; 2nd, at 4 p.m.; 3rd, at 5; 4th, 
at 6; Sth, at 7; 6th, at 8; 7th, at 10 a.m. and (0 p.m. Fares: 
Saloon, 19s.; fore cabin, 8s. 6d. Return tickets : Saloon, 18s. 6d.; fore 
cabin, '3s, 

HAVRE.—. Thursday. Joly 5th, atlO0a.m. Fares: Saloon, 13s. ; 
fore cabin, 98. Re tickets: Saloon, 20s. 6d. ; fore cabin, 14s, 

BORDEAUX.—Wednesday, July 4th, at9a.m. Faras: Saloon, £3. 

Passengers must obtain their tickets‘at the Chief Oifice,|71, Lombard- 
street, on the day preceding. 

A steam tender conveys passengers, free of charze, to ani from the 
ships when necessary. Stewards’ fees are included in the fares. 

For full particulars of through service, see bills, or apoly to the 
Company's agents at the towns named; or to the Chief Ottices, Tl, 
Lemeetotet, and 37, Regent-circus, Piccadilly. 

The Company undertake all shipping and delivery business ic 
London in connection with goods to be loaded in or diecharged from 
their vessels, and make oo rates, including a!l charges between 
all ports to which the trade.—For particulars apply to the 


¥. 








Gutond 





July 4th, at 6 p.m. : 
Return tickets : 
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HE LONDON ASSURANOE CORPORATION, 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES. 


(Incorporated by Roval Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
West-Enp Aceyts : 

Messrs. Grinpiay & Co., 55, Parliament-street, 8. W. 


Governor—EDWARD BU1)), Esq. 
Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 
Deputy-Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 


Directors, 

A. C. Guthrie, Esq. 
Lonis Harn, Esq. 
Henre J. B. Kendall, Esq. 
Charles Ly li, Esq. 
Orpt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
David Powell, Esq. 

P. F. Robertson, Esq. 
Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
David P, sellar, Esq. 
Col Laopold Seymour. 
Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
William B. Watson, Esq. 


Solicitors. 
Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
Atkey, 20, Austinfriars. & Russeil, 4, Bedford-row. 


H. Geugh Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. 
William T. Brand, Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. 
George W. Campbell, Esq. 
George B. Dewhurst, Esq. 
Robert B, Dobree, Esq. 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. 
Henry Goschen, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Esq. 





FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
NOTICE is hereby given to persons Assured against Fire, that the 


renewal receipts for Premiums due at Midsimmer are ready to be de- 


livered, and that Assurances «n which the Prenium shall remain un- 
paid after Fifteen Days from the said Quarter-day will become void. 
Fire Assurances cap be effected with the Corporation at moderate 
rates of Premium. 
LIFE DEPARTMENT. 


.... yaa may be effected either with or without participation 


our tee re the Actuary’s Report on the quinquennial valuation to the 

ber, 1875, also of the Accounts, pu suant to ‘* The Life 
poh Companies Act, 1870,” may be obtained on application. 

The Directors are ready to receive applications for Agencies to the 


tion. 
JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE. 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS. 
Cuaraman—G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 
Deputy-Cuainman—Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. 
Oharles Wm. —— Esq. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Furquar, Susie 
Alban G. H. ng 
James Goodson, E: 





Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
John B. Martin, yg 
Hy. John Norman, Esq. 
Augustus Prevost, ha 
William Steven, E 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. John G. Talbot, Esq. M.P. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
Manacer OF Fizz Derantment—F. J. Marsden. 
ACTUARY AND SecreTany—T. G. C. Browne. 
Share om at present paid up andinvested ...  £1,000,000 
Total Funds... ace £2,961,000 
Total Annual Income upwards eR ove £440,000 


N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at Midsummer should be renewed 
at the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before the 9th of July. 


Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P. 





AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. 


24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.O. 


Cuataman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Derory-Cuaimman—H. Cecil Raikes, Eeq., M.P. 


Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In 
terests. 

Leans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions, 


Annuities , Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 


ments granted on favourable terms. 


pe and * a of Proposal, and all farther information, may 


Prospec 
be had at the offi 
©. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 





Landed or Funded Property or comes Securities and ANNUITIES 


purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1635. Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
satneeds Taterest on Loans may " pope! 
LAYTON, 


+ scdaint 
0; H. GLATTON, Secretaries, | 





CCIDENT INSURANCE COMPAN r 
(Limited), 7, Bank-buiidings, L thbury, B.C. . 
General Acc'dents. | Persona! Injuries, 
Railway Accidents, Death by Accidents, 


C. HARDING, Manager, 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITE 
Estab'ished in 1833.—Cap tal, £1,000,000 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARO-STKEET, LON 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bomhay, Msdras, Kurrachee, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept ut the ded Office on tha terms 
tomery with Lon’on bankers, and interest allow d when the 
balance does not fa!i below £190. a 

Derosirs received for fixed periods on the ‘o'lowing terms, viz. wall 
At 5 per cent. per annum, snbject to 12 months’ noti-e of vi hdriwa 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be 30d 
upon, 

BI11s issued at the current exchange ofthe day on anv ofthe B 
of the Bank free of extra ch.rge ; and approved bills purchased orm 
for collection. as 

Sates AND Purcwastes effecte! in British ani foreign securi 
= India Stock and Joans, ard the safe custody of the same w 
taken. 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civ] pay and pensions re 

Every other description of banking business and money a engg 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman” 3 


EDE AND SON 


ROBE Bok MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial 
Corporation of London, &¢. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS | 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANF, LONDON. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his p 
painless systen ot adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. — 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


PARTRIDGE & COUPER, 

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONER 

192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. =~ 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders gtccoding 208." 

Dnaart Pare, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. P 

Brier Parer, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 188 6d, per ream. 

Cream-taip Norse, 3s., 4s,, and 5s. per ream. 

Lare@k CazamM-Laip Nore, 48. 6d., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lasee Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 63. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorzs, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s, 6d. per 1000, © 

Tue “ Tempte’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s, 6d. per 1000, 

Footscap Orriciat Envevores, ls. 94. per 100. 

PartTripce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove O.vs-Horer Nore, 99.685 
ream, Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of wort 
imitations. Purchasers are particularily requested to ob 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” 
which none is genuine, y 

Inpen7uReE Skins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 286, j 
doz., 1365s, per roll. 

ae on FoLtLowsrs, Ruled, 2s, 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 1150.9 
ro 

Records om MemoriAts, 8d, each, 7s. 64. per dozen, P 


Ledgers, ay & Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute 
An immense stock n various bi 


PEARS’S TRANSPARENT $Oh 
TOILET, NURSERY, & oaavielll 


“Ts an article of the nicest and most os ovee Manifacture, 
of the most retresbing and agreeable of balms:to ine skin.” 


Mr. ERASMUS WILSON, F.R.S. 


Vide “ Journal of Cuta eous Mediciue.” e 
Sold by Chemists and Perfumers everywhess. 























